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1 Jalllllry 1985 
New Or leans Dlstr Ict 

DATA FOR TESnFYING <FFICERS ON FY 1986 CI VI L WORKS BOOGET 

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LOUISIANA, AND VICINITy 

BENEF'T~T RATIO: 

a. Callperl.,n of RemainIng B/C RatIos. - The remaInIng B/C ratIo Is 6.7 to 1, a decrease of 9.8 fran that last presented to Congress (16.5 
to 1). ThIs change Is due to the IncorporatIon of the methodology contaIned In the ReevaluatIon Study "Lake Pontchartraln, louIsIana, and VIcInIty 
HurrIcane ProtectIon Prqlect, dated Oecenber 19BZ." ThIs reanalysIs _tended to a canplete revIsIon of fundamental base data and consIderatIon of 
_ny changes both In the study area and In agency regulatIons whIch became applicable subsequent to publication of the project doculII9nt. RemaInIng 
B/C ratIos ere based on COIIparl.,n of the benefIts remaInIng to be realIzed by canpletlng consiructlon of the prqlect and the ccst remaInIng as of the 

budget year. 

b. An ilia I BenefIts: The followIng tlbulatlon Is prOltlded for the purpose of canparlng the BenefIts presented In the JustIfIcatIon paragreph 

of the justIficatIon Sheet. 

TOTAL BENEFITS 
Current Estimate 

Last Est. SubmItted at Project Change 

An ... a. BenefIts 10 Congress 11 Interest Rate 21 Fran Last 
($) ($) (+ or -$) 

Flood Conirol $351,780,000 $204,677,000 $-147,103,000 

InundatIon ReductIon 31 <336,688,000) (204,677,000) (-132,011,000) 41 
.ntens Iflcatlon (15.092,000) (-15.092,000) !I 

"'ea Redeve10plllltnt 4,451,000 -4.451,000 61 

Total An,.,al Benef 11'5 356.231,000 204,677,000 -151,554,000 

'n'terest Rate Used 3-1/~ 3-1/~ 

11 BarrIer Plan. 
21 HIgh Level Plan frOll ReevaluatIon Study. 
31 Es_ntlally cOIIplete protectIon will be prOltlded to 105.t9O acres, canprlsed of 61,900 acres of urban type development, 43,290 acres of 
undeveloped land whIch would be Impacted by a project hurrIcane. The current value of all lands Is S7.503,OOO.000 and of Improvements Is 

$14,155,000.000. 1980 population: 858,000. 
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BENEFIT-oGST RATIO: (Con~'d) 

New Orlean~ Dlstrlc~ 

41 Cha. resul1"ed frOll revIsIon of ~he followIng varld>Ies: 
- a. The BarrIer Plan data reflects ~he eu1"horlzed but deferred St. Charles PerIsh lekefront protectIon levee ellnement. ThIs protectIon gen&rated 
subs1"antJa' benef.ts based on enhancement of wetlands between U. S. HIghway 61 and Lake Pon1"charireln. ThIs e"nement Is not e recommended feetur~f 
the reevaluation report plan, nor are benefIts and costs for such protectIon Included. Only I ,,",ndatlon reductIon end emergency benefIts on aclstlng "" 
and IIIlnor future developlll8n1" SOU'th of HIghway 61 or ImmedIately adjacent to the hIghway to the north are Included In the reeveluatlon report data. "---

b. tn the reevaluatIon report. future development was assumed to occur at floor elevatIons consIstent wIth FIA requIrements. The prev'ous 
analysis was based on floor elevatIons of 1.5 feet ebove nomInal ground elevatIons. whIch Is generelly much lower. thIs also Impacts e portIon of the 
benefIts categorIzed as "exIstIng benefIts" In the reeveluatlon report. IdIlch ere related to s1r'uctures IdI Ich develqled per FIA reguletlons subsequent 

to the prevIous study. 
c. Growth rates (OBERS-based) on remelnlng undevelc.ped acreages are lower In the reevaluatIon report. 
d. BusIness losses claImed In the prevIous studIes were not calculated for the reevaluatIon report due to the extreme complexl1"y Involved. and 

lack of consensus Oller acoeptd> Ie methods of nettIng out the tED Impacts fran the regIonal n report. -
d. BusIness losses claImed In the prevIous studIes were not calculated for the reevaluatIon report due to the extreme complexIty Involved. and 

lack of consensus Oller a::oeptm Ie methods of nettIng out the tED Impacts fran the regIonal effects. 
e. No losses to vehIcles -were analyzed In the reevaluation report. 
f. BenefIts to areas on the north shore of Lake Pontchartraln were. of course. also SUbject to varIous of the ebcwe factors. In addItion. the 

rec:ot\lll&nded plan contaIned 'n the reevaluatIon report. I.e •• the HIgh Level Plan. provIdes no protectIon for the north shore and. therefore. no 
benefIts to that area are claImed. 

g. Resldent'a' and non-resldentla' d!pth of floodIng-damage relatIonshIps have been revIsed In accordance wIth actual flel d slrveys conducted for 
the reevaluatIon study. Th's Is also true for the value of contents-value of structure relatIonshIp. 

h. RevIsed stage-frequency curves were used for the reevaluatIon report. 
I. 'The reevaluatIon report Is based on completely revised contour maps of the s1"udy area. 
J. Structure and contents values used In the reevalue1"lon report enalysls are actual appraIsed values (1900) based on sample slrveys as opposed 

to the Indexed'values used for the BarrIer Plan submIssIon. 
51 The BarrIer budget data Included substantIal IntensIfIcation and 10Cl!ltlon benefIts on large ,,",nbers of acres wh Ich were deemed undevelopab Ie. or 
developable only at low 'ntenslty wIthout the project. Many of these acreages have developed subsequently, however, wIthout apparent regard to flood 
proneness; thus. only InundatIon reductIon benefIts have been claImed In the reevaluatIon report. 
61 Employment benefIts (Area Redevelopmen1" Benefits) were not Included In the reevaluatIon report because the study area no longer qualIfIes under 
Departlll8nt of Commerce crIterIa as sufferIng frOll "substantIal and persIstent unemployment." 
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Annual BenefJ'ts 

Flood Control 
IftUftdatJon Reduction 21 
IntensIfication 3/ 

Area Aedeve. q)lII8nt 
Total MftUa' BenefIts 

Tot-al AI"ua' Costs 
BIC Ratio 
Interest Rate Used 

BenefIts & Costs When 
1st Funded for Chnsiructlon 

In FY 1967 1/ 
($) 

151.389.400 
344,000 

S51,733,400 

$2.945.500 
17.6 
3-1/Sf, 

1/ Based on coat 851'1II1II1'8 effective 1 July 1975. 

Rema I n I ng Benef I tslCos 1" 

Last Prase nt«l 
to Chngress 3/ 

($) 

$232,210,000 
12,798,000 

3,043,000 
$248,051.000 

S 15.019,000 
16.5 
3-1/~ 

Current Estimate 
At PrqJect 

Interest Rate 4/ 
(S) 

S104,248.0oo 

S104,248,OOO 

S 15,446.000 
6.7 
3-1/~ 

1 January 198' 
New Or1eans 01 str Ict 

Change 
From Last 
C+ or -S) 

-127,962,Ooo:¥ ~ 
-12,798,000 71 

-3,043,000 8/ 

+427 .000 2! 10/ 
-9.8 9/ 

2t Es_ntlally cc.plete prot-ectlon will be prorlded to 105,190 acres canprlsed of 61,900 acres of urban-type devel~ment and 43.290 acres of 
undeveloped land which would be IlIIPacted by a project hurrIcane. The current value of all lands Is $7,503,000,000; current value of al I ImproV8lllents 
Is S14.155,Ooo,OOO. 1980 populatIon was 858,000. 
3/ Berrier Plan. 
-z. High Level Plan fran 1'he RefNaluatlon Study (wl1'h addl1'lonal pral'ectlon added sInce 1979). 
5/ AgrIcultural benefits claImed In prIor dah were not analyzed or claImed In the reevaluation report due to the relatIve unl~ance of thIs 

caiegory. 
61 Change resul1'ed fran revisIon of the followIng Vltr/lib les: 

a· The BarrIer Plan data reflects the authorized but deferra:! St. Charles ParIsh lakefront pral'ectlon levee allnement. ThIs prot-action generated 
substantIal benefl1's based on enhancement of wetlands between U. S. HIghway 61 and Lake Pontchartraln. thIs allnement Is not a recommended feature of 
the reevaluatIon report plan, nor are benefits and cosh for such prot-actIon Included. Only InundatIon r«luctlon and emergency benefli's on .'st'ng 
and minor future developnent south of Highway 61.or ImmedIately adjacent to 1'he hIghway to 1'he. north are Included In the reevaluatIon report data. 

b. In the reevaluatIon report, future devel~ment was assumed to occur at floor elevatIons consIstent with FIA requIrements. The prevIous 
analysIs was based on floor elevatIons of 1.5 feet above nomInal ground elevatIons, which Is generally much lower. thIs also Impacts a portIon of the 
benefits caiegorlzed as ".'st'ng benefIts" In the reevaluatIon report, which are related to siructures whIch devel~ per FIA regulatIons subsequent 
to 11Ie previous study. 

c. Growth rates (OBERS-based) on remaInIng undevel~d acreages are lower In the reevaluation report. 
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1 Jenuary 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

d. A portIon of the benefits Includ9d I!'p,.evlous documents were d'scountedas "future benefIts" wh lie In the ,.eevaluatlon M!port the passage of 
tl. has resulted t,,·SOnIit of i'hese benefits' beComIng "present beneffts," I.e, uildlscounted beneffts. 

e. Barr'er Pial' remaInIng benefIts. we,.. prqlOrtfoned based,on costs ,.ema·lnlng.Thls1'ended -m O/el"State remaInIng benefItS, as remaInIng costs 
were I nf lated cOlilpare<l to sunk costs" , 

f. aus'ntlSs"oue.· c'lalllled In the prevtous studIes w .... e.1Idf" calculated fa,. the,.eevaluatlonreport due -m the extreme eanplexl1y Involved and 
lac:k'of"consenstls OWl,. accePtable inethoaS o1'nettlng oUt the NED Impacts f,.om the.reglonal effects. 

g.Mo·los_s 10 \iehlcfes weNt· a~alyz~rnttie ... eevaluatlon M!port. 
h. Benefl1's 10 ereas on the north stw:)l"&Of Lake Pomchartl"'a'n were, of cou,.se, also subject 10 va,.,ous of the abO/e factors. In addItIon, the 

recomnended plan con1'alned In the reevaluation report, I.e., the HIgh Level Plan_ provides no protection for the nonh shore and, therefore, no 
benet Its 10 that rea are c latmed. 

I. ResidentIal 'aM non-,.esldentlal dtpth of floodIng-damage relatlonshlpshave,been revIsed In accordance wltheetual flel d slrveys conducted fa,. 
the reevaluatIon study. ThIs Is allld true for the varue of contents-value of sfrudu;-e relatIonshIp • 

. j. .ReYlsed stege-frequency CU,.ves w .... e used for the reeva' uatlon ,.epon. 
k. The reeV&Iuatlon 'report Is based on completelv revised contou,. maps of the study area. 
I. Siructure and contents values used In the reevaluatIon M!port analysIs ere actual 8ppralsed values (1900) based on sample sUl"veys as opposed 

to the IndeXed valtIiH used for the BarrIer Plan. 
7/ The Barrler'budgtt data In'ctudad substantIal Intenslflcetlon .and locatIon beriefltS on large IIJlI'bers of acl"'8S""lfch were deemed undevelopable or 
~velopable only at low IntensIty wIthout the proJect. Many of these acreages haYifdeveloped sllbsequen+ly, however, without apparent regard to flood 
proneness; thus, only IlIJndatlon reduction benefIts have been claJmed In the ,.eevafUatlon M!port. 
8/ EnlploylWftt benefits ( ...... a Redevelopment Benefltsl were" nat tncluded In the. ,.eeval uat Ion ,.epoI"'t because the study ltI"'ell no longer qualifIes unde,. 
'Depertment of Call1merOll crIterIa. SUffe,.,ng f,.an"Substantlal .and persIstent uneitlployment." . 
9/ Change due to the IncorporatIon of the nethodologycontafned In ~Reevl!lua+ron· Study, "Lake Pontcha,.traln, louIsIana and VIcInIty Hur,.'cane 
A-otectlon PrqJect, dated I)ecenC)er t9B2~" ·Thls reanalYSIs eDC'tended to a canplete ,.evlslon of fundamental base data and consIderatIon of many changes 
both In the study area and In agency regulaf.Cll'Iswh'ch become apprrcable subsequent to publicatIon of the project document. 
l5!! Change due 10 the deletIon of the navIgatIon portion of tl)e prqJect, the,.eby elImInatIng the amount sUbject 10 the·"o-yea,. amortization factor 
(.00854), 

N-La:ATHJ. NlD APRJRTI CH£NT fF FIRST COSTS: 

AnoClltlon of FIrst Costs 

Purpose 
F load Control 
Mev I gat Ion (Seabrook Lock) 

TOTAL 

Based on Last Estimate 
Presented: 10 Q)ngr-ess 

$563,870.000 '. 
34,130:iOOO 

$598,000.000 

11 See YOTO page 5 (Change In Scope sInce authorIzatIon) 

4 

. CUrrent 
S820~OOO,OOO 

o 11 
~,...,...~~~ 
S820,Ooo,000 

F9,.cenf" of Current 
Total' 

100 
o 1/ 

100 
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AND APPORTfOtH:NT a=- FIRST COSTS: (Cont'd) 

.. ~ Apportionment of FIrst Cost 
~ Based on EstImate Last 

Presented to Congress 
Purpose Federal ~n-Federal 

Flood Control !. $366,870,000 $197,000,000 
NavIgation (Semrook lock)' 34,130,000 0 

r TOTAL $401,000,000 $197,000,000 

11 See YDTO page 5 (Change In Scope sInce authorIzatIon) 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans District 

Based on Current EstImate 
Costs Percent of....:..,To:.;t:.:a:..:,I __ _ 

Federal t-bn-Federal Federal ~n-Federal ---$574,000,000 $246,000,000 70 30 
o - 1/ - 1/ 

-::$-=-24':"'6~,"::'00':"0~,'"'::0":'"00':"' 70 30 
o 1/ 

~"""""'-----"'''''''';-$574,000,000 

The tpportloment of ccat Is be!i6d on the cost sharIng fonnula as outtrned In House Document ~. 231, 89th Congress, and eutIDrJzed by Flood 
Control Act of 1965. H.D. No. 231 specIfies that local Interests contrIbute In cash or equIvalent work not less than 30 percent of the total project 
ccat, saId 30 percent 10 Include the fair market value of lands, damages, and alteratIons (relocatIons) for the constructIon of the p!"'qJect. 

ApportIonment of FIrst Costs 
Last EstImate to Congress: Current EstImate 
Federal ~n-Federal Federal 

$401.000,000 $197,000.000 1574,000,000 
~n-Federal 

$246,000,000 
Detal Is of ApportIonment 

ProJ ect Costs to 
be Apport loned 

To be apportIoned on 70/30 basIs: $819,710.000 
701 of PrqJ ect Cos ts: 
30J of Project Costs: 

Cost of Real I neillent at Florida Avenue 
ContaIner Plant 

Total Project Cost <UltImate) 
Re Intlursement 
Total Current EstImate (AI locatIons) 

230,000 
$820,000,000 

1/ See YDTO - 10. Local eoq,eratlon, paragrtphs (a) (4). 

ApportIonment 
Federal ~n-Federal 

$574,000,000 
$245,710,000 

230,000 11 
$574,000,000 3! $246,000,000 3/ 

+45,000,000 -45,000,000 
$619,000,000 $201,000,000 

2J ExclUdeS $45,000,000 whIch local Interests are requIred to relntlurse the Federal GoverMlent for costs allocated due 10 the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1974. SectIon 92 specIfies that local Interests may agree to pay the unpaId balance of theIr requIred cash payment, due In annual 
lr\Stal/ments. In accordance wIth a sped flc fonnula. 
31 IncludeS $45,000,000 wh Ich local Interests are requIred to relntlurse the Federal GoverMlent for costs allocated due 10 the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1974. SectIon 92 specifies that local Interests may agree to pay the unpaid balance of theIr requIred cash payment, due In annual 
I nstallments, In accordance with a spec I flc fonnu la. 
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1 JanU!ry 1985 
tew Q-Ieans District 

a. Comparison of Federal Cost Esl'lma1a: The current Federal cost estimate of $619,000,000 Is an Increase of $162.000,000 over the latest 
esl'lmate ($457,000,000) Slbrlltted· to (bngress. This change Inclldes Increases of $83,020,000 for adJus1ments In the estImated InflatIon allowance 
throlgh the cons1Tuctlon perIod, $62.000 for contract modIfIcatIons, $260,000 due to new It an of .".k, and $199,9580000 for the HIgh lfNel Plan of 
Ft-ol'ecl'lon; which Inclmes $243,431,000 for construction, $33,205,000 for IiIglneerlng and O:tslgn, and $23,322,000 for SJpervlslon and 
Idmlnlstratlon. lhase Increases are offset by decreases of $193,453,000 assocIated wIth the Barrier Plan of A-otectlon, $3,112.000 for actual cost 
of cOlllpleted work, $735,000 dl8 to contract aterds, and $24,000,000 due to reanalysIs of Federal cost-sharIng requlranents. 

b. Comparison of N~Federal Cosl' Estlma1a: The current non-Federal cost estimate of $201,000,000 Is an Increase of $60,000,000 over the lal'est 
estllllate ($141,000,000) subrlltted to (bngress. This change Inclllles Increases of $27,657,000 for adJus1ments In the estImated InflatIon allowance 
throlgh the consl'ructlon perIod, $6,000 for contract modifications, $30,000 due to a new Itan of .".k, $580832.000 for the High la-el Plan of 
A-otecl'lon; .... Ich Inclmes $29,458,000 for lands and Il!tmagas, S8,384,OOO for Rtlocatlon, $11,628,000 for (bnstructlon, $5,379,000 for IiIglneerlng 
and Des Ign, and $3,983,000 fer !lIpervlslon and AdminIstration, and an Increase 9f $23,00 1,000 due to reanalysis of non-Federal cosio-shari ng 
requlranents. These Increases were partially offset by decreases of $49,062,000 associated with the Barrier Plan of Ft-otectlon, S81,OOO for actual 
cost of cClllpleted .,..-k, and $383,000 due to conl'ract awards. 

c. CO!parlson of Preconstructlon Cosl' Estimate. - Not applicable. 

d. COMPariSon of ProJecl' Cosl' Esl'lma"ht. -

latest EStimate Chanse from latesl' to Consress 
10 Congress Current A-Ice 

Feal'ure FY 1985 B udset Estlmal'e To1'a1 level ~y 
BARR I ER UN IT 
Land 5 & Datil eg as $ 3,779,000 $ 735,000 $ -3,044,000 $ -3,044,000 
Relocal' Ions 227,000 0 -227,000 -227,000 
locks 73,850,000 0 -73,850,000 -8,640,000 -65, 210, 000 
feeds, Ra" roed 5 & Br Idges 245,000 0 -245,000 -245,000 
Q\annel s & Otnal s 7,420,000 765,000 -6,655,000 -6,655,000 
Breakwel'ers & Seawalls 5,850,000 0 -5,850, 000 -1,170,000 -4,680,000 
levees & ·Floodwells 58,820,000 1,898,000 -56, SI2 2, 000 -56, Sl22, 000 
Flood Conl'ral & DiverSion 
51'ructure 98,179,000 0 -98, 179, 000 -2,013,000 -96, 106, 000 

* Penwanent ~eral' I ng BJu I P • 13, 000 4,000 -9,000 -9,000 
Engineering & Design 14, ZlO, 000 14,343, 000 2/ +73,000 +73,000 
SupervIsion & IdIIIlnlstral'lon 10,875,000 872,000 -10,003,000 -530,000 -9,473,000 

Sub1ntal - BARRIER UNIT $273, 528, 000 $18,617,000 $-254,911,000 -12,413,000 $-242,498,000 

11 Reanalysis of requlranents for the High la-el Plan of A-otectlon. (See WDTO Page 15 hldltlonal Information paragraph (d)(2). E&D Increase for 
l'he completion of FY 84 Barrier requirements. 
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1 JarMJary 1985 
New 0..18IIns Dlstr Jet 

Latest EstJlllllte Cha~e fl"an LatMt 10 Congress 
to ~ngr"8Ss Current 

FY 1985 Budget EstJlllllte 
PrIce 

Total Level other 

S 12,411,000 S 48,291 ,000 S +35,800,000 S +7, 313, 000 S +28,567,000 II 
11,953,000 22,904,000 +10,951,000 +1,738,000 +9,213,000 II 

L ...... & Flood.alls 9.5,477,000 275,089,000 +181,612,000 +37,784,000 +143,828,000 21 

.... ng PI .. ts 19,484,000 18,790,000 

Eng'ner'" & Design 15,043,000 40,346,000 41 

s.,.ry.s.on & AdII'nlstratlon 6,997,000 24,622,000 

-694,000 -301,000 -39',000 31 
~5,30J,OOO +',80',000 +21,500,000 II 
+17,625,000 +4,818,000 +12,807,000 51 

SUbtot'al-fEW ORLEANS EAST UN IT S159,365,OOO 1430,042,000· S+27 0, 617, 000 Si55,155,OOO S+215,522,OOO 

1/ __ alysls of requ.r .... ts for the HJgh Level Plan of F'r'otectJon. 
V .. 'el .... +1107,000 based on contrllC1' _rds. -1447,000 actuaJ cost of eanpleted .ork; +S143,848,OOO rdqulred for HI~h Level Plan of PratactJon. 

8IId +1320.000 for survey and laycut requlr8lllltflts. 
31 a..d on contract _rd. 
4i Incl .... 113.000 fo,. U. S. Fish· and Wildlife ServIce. 
il Ineludls +113,127,000 for HIgh Level Plan of F'r'otactlon and -1320,000 for survey and layout Included I" the levee and floodwlIll feature. 

lEW ORLEANS tEST UNIT 
La"'a & o..eges S 1,140.000 S 2,330,000 S +1,190,000 S +299,000 S +891,000 ]I 
Relocations 1,345,000 790,000 -555,000 +274,000 -829,000 1/ 
~ & Flood.al Is 50,015,000 218,869,000 +168,854,000 i5 4,628,000 +114,226,000 !! 
Eng'ne.rlng & DesIgn 3,392,000 25,327,000 +21.935,000 +4,851,000 +17,084,000 II 
Supervision & Acallnls1ratJon 1.871 ,000 21,019,000 +19,148,000 +4,650,000 +14,498,000 11 

SubttJtal-MEW ORlEANS MEST IJItT S57,763,ooo S268,335,OOO S+210,572,OOO S+64,702,OOO S+145,870,OOO 

J! Re .... ysls of requl ..... nts for the High Level Pilln of Protect Jon. 

Ml\NDEY'LLE UNtT 
l .... & Flood •••• s S 965,000 S 2,200,000 S +1,235,000 S +171 ,000 S +1,064,000 ]I 
Englne.rlng & Design 230.000 270,000 +40,000 +27,000 +1',000 !! 
Supervl.'on & AdIIIln.s ..... tlon 70,000 220,000 +150,000 +24,000 +126,000 11 

Subtotat~VllLE UNIT S 1,265,000 S 2,690,000 S +1,425,000 S +222,000 S +1,203,000 ]I 

11 ""'alysls of requJr8llltnts for the HJgh Level PI.n of F'r'otectJon. 

7 LAKE PONTCHARTRAI N, LA, AND VICI NITY 
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1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

FINANCIAL DATA: 

a. ComparIson of Federal Cost EstImate: The current Federal cost estImate of $619.000.000 Is M Increase of $162.000.000 over the latest 
estImate (5457,000,000) submitted to Congress. ThIs change Inc~udes Increases of $83.020.000 for adjustments In the estimated InflatIon allowance 
through the construction period. $62.000 for contract modIfications. $260.000 due to new Item of work. Md 5299.958.000 for the HIgh level Plan of 
ProtectIon; whIch Includes 5243.431.000 for constructIon. $33.205.000 for EngIneerIng and DesIgn. and $23.322.000 for SupervIsIon and 
AdmInistratIon. These Increases are offset by decreases of $193.453,000 assocIated with the BarrIer Plan of ProtectIon. $3.112.000 for actual cost of 
completed work. $735,000 due to contract awards. and 524.000.000 due to reanalysIs of Federal cost-sharIng requIrements. 

b. Comparison of Non-Federal Cost EstImate: The current non-Federal cost estImate of $201.000.000 Is M Increase of $60.000.000 over the latest 
estImate ($141,000.000) submItted to Congress. ThIs change Includes Increases of $27.657.000 for adjustments In the estimated InflatIon allowance 
through the constructIon perIod, 56,000 for contract modIfIcatIons, 530.000 due to a new Item of work. 558.832.000 for the High level Plan of 
Protection; whIch Includes $29,458.000 for lands and Damages, $8,384,000 for Relocations, $11.628.000 for Construction, $5.379.000 for EngIneerIng and 
DesIgn, and 53.983,000 for SupervisIon and AdmInistratIon. Md M Increase of S23.001,000 due to reanalysIs of non-Federal cost-sharing 
requIrements. These Increases were partIally offset by decreases of $49,062,000 associ ated with the BarrIer PI M of ProtectIon. $81.000 for actual 
cost of completed work. and 5383.000 due to contract awards. 

c. ComparIson of Pr.econstructlon Cost EstImate. - Not applIcable. 

d. ComparIson of Project Cost EstImate. -

Feature 
BARRIER UNIT 
lands & Damages 
RelocatIons 
locks 
Roads, Railroads & BrIdges 
Channels & Canals 
Breakwaters & Seawalls 
levees & Floodwal Is 
Flood Control & DIversIon 
Structure 

latest Estimate 
to Congress 

FY 1985 Budget 

$ 3,779.000 
227,000 

73.850,000 
245.000 

7.420,000 
5.850,000 

58.820.000 

98,179.000 

Current 
Estimate 

5 735.000 
0 
0 
0 

765.000 
0 

1,898,000 

0 

Change from latest to Congress 
Price 

Total level Other 1/ ---
$ -3.044.000 $ -3.044.000 

-227.000 -227.000 
-73.850.000 -8.640.000 -65.210.000 

-245.000 -245.000 
-6.655,000 -6.655.000 
-5.850.000 -1.170.000 -4.680.000 

-56.922.000 -56.922.000 

-98.179.000 -2.073.000 
~ Permanent Operating EquIp. 

EngIneerIng & DesIgn 
SupervIsIon & AdminIstratIon 

13.000 
14.270.000 

4.000 
14.343.000 

-9.000 
-96. 1 06.00G 

-9.000 
2/ +73.000 +73.000 

10,875.000 872,000 -10,003.000 -530.000 -9.473.000 

""'''. 
Subtota I - BARR I ER UN I T 5273.528,000 SI8.617,000 5-254.911.000 -12.413.000 $-242.498.000 

1/ Reanalysis of requIrements for the High level Plan of ProtectIon. 
" 

(See WDrO Page 15 Additional Information paragraph (d)(2). E&O Increase for 
the completIon of FY 84 Barrier requirements. 

''-,-
6 
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Latest EstllMte 
to Congr"ess Current 

Feature FY 1985. Budg9t EstllMte 

NEW ORLEANS EAST UN I T 
Lards & Dauges $ 12,411,000 $ 48,291,000 

RelocatIons 11,953,000 22,904,000 

Levees & FloocIwalls 93,477,000 275,089,000 

PumpIng Plants 19,484,000 18,790,000 

EngIneerIng & DesIgn 15,043,000 40,346,000 

SupervIsIon & AdmInIstratIon 6,997,000 24,622,000 
Subtotllll-NEW ORLEANS EAST UN IT $159,365,000 $430,042,000 

1/ ReanalysIs of requlr8lllents for the HIgh Level Plan of ProtectIon. 

4/ 

Change fran Latest 10 Congress 

PrIce 
Total Level 

$ +35,880,000 $ +7,313,000 
+10,951,000 +1,738,000 

+181,612,000 +37,784,000 
-694,000 -301,000 

+25,303,000 +3,803,000 
+17,625,000 +4,818,000 

$+270,677,000 Si?5,155,000 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

other 

$ +28,567,000 1/ 
+9,213,0001/ 

+143,828,0002/ 
-393,000 3/ 

+21,500,0001/ 
+12,807,0005/ 

$+215,522,000 

2i Includes +$107,000 based on contract awards; -$447,000 actual cost of canpleted work; +$143,848,000 requIred for HIgh Level Plan of ProtectIon, 
and +$320,000 for survey and layout requIrements. 

J/ Based on contract award. 
~/ Includes $13,000 for U. S. FIsh and WIldlIfe ServIce. 
5/ Inelud!ts +$13,127,000 for HIgh Level Plan of ProtectIon and -$320,000 for survey and layout Included In the levee and floodwall feature. 

NEW ORLEANS WEST UNIT 
Lands & Dauges $ 1,140,000 S 2,330,000 $ +1,190,000 $ +299,000 $ +691,000 1/ 
RelocatIons 1,345,000 790,000 -555,000 +274,000 -829,0001/ 

Levees & Floodwalls 50,015,000 218,869,000 +168,854,000 i?4,628,000 +114,226,0001/ 

EngIneerIng & DesIgn 3,392,000 25,327,000 +21,935,000 +4,851,000 +17,084,000 1/ 
SupervIsIon & Aca.lnlsiratlon 1,871 ,000 21,019,000 +19,148,000 +4,650,000 +14,498,0001/ 

Subtotal-NEW ORLEANS WEST UNIT $57,763,000 $268,335,000 $+210,572,000 $+64,702,000 $+145,870,000 

1/ ReanalysIs of requIrements for the HIgh Level Plan of ProtectIon. 

MANDEVILLE UNIT 
Levees & Ftoodwalls $ 965,000 $ 2,200,000 $ +1,235,000 $ +171,000 $ +1,064,000 11 

EngIneerIng & DesIgn 230,000 270,000 +40,000 +27,000 +13,0001/ 

SupervIsIon & AdmJnlsiratJon 70,000 220,000 +150,000 +24,000 +126,000 1/ 
Subtotal-MANDEVILLE UNIT S 1,265,000 $ 2,690,000 $ +1,425,000 $ +222,000 $ +1,203,000 }..! 

1/ ReanalysIs of requlranents for the HIgh Level Plan of ProtectIon. 

7 LAKE PONTCHARTRAiN, LA. AND VICINITY 
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I Jeooery 1985 
New Orleens DistrIct 

FINANCIAL DATA: (Qlnt'd) 

CHAlJo£TTE UNIT 
Lards & Demages $ 7,213,000 $ 7,216,000 $ +3,000 $ $ +3,OO0.2! 
Relocetlons 3,896,000 3,874,000 -22,000 -22,000 

Levees & F.oodwal Is 00,745,000 75,301,000 -?,444,OOO +3,384,000 -8,828,000 3/ 
Permanent OperatIng Equip. 21,000 21,000 0 
EngIneerIng & DesIgn 8,192,000 7,491,000 !! -701,000 -961,000 +260,000 2/ 
SUpervIsIon & AdmInIstratIon 6,012,000 6,413,000 +401,000 +610,000 -209,0005/ 

Subtotel-cHALfETTE UN IT $106,079,000 $100,316,000 $ -?, 763,000 $ 3,011,000 $ -8,774,000 

1/ Besed on ectue. 'end ecqulsltlon. 
2i Based on reenalysls of requIrements. 
3/ Includes $12,000 actual cost of canpleted work; +$290,000 new Item of work, Bayou Bienvenue Scour Repelr; -$004,00 actuel contract !!Wards; 

+569,000 overrun on requIred yerdage (Stetlon 945 to 1119); -$8,604,000 based on a reevaluatIon of the remelnlng work, and +$209,000 for surveys 
ard layout req ul rements. 

4/ Includes $3,000 for U. S. FIsh and WII dIJ fe Serv Ice. 
5/ Survey and layout cost Included In the levee and floodwall featUre. 

Latest EstImate Change fran Latest 10 Qlngress 
to Qlngress Current PrIce 

Fea1ure FY 1985 Budget Estimate Total Level other 
GRANO TOTAL (Federal & 

Non-Federal) 1598,000,000 $820,000,000 $+222,000,000 $+110,677,000 $+111,323,000 
Total Federal Cost 457,000,000 619,000,000 1/ +162,000,000 +83,020,000 
Tatal Non-Federal Cast: 141,000,000 201,000,000 2/ -160,000,000 +27,657,000 

Cash Qlntrlbutlon 99,036,000 114,860,000 +15,824,000 +18,055,000 

other 41,964,000 86,140,000 3/ +44,176,000 +1 4,064,000 

1/ Includes future non-Federal reimbursement of $45,000,000; ultimate estimate of Federal cost Is $574,000,000. 
2i Exc'udes future non-Federal relrrbursement of $45,000,000; ultImate estImate of non-Federal cost Is $246,000,000. 
3/ Includes 158,572,000 for lands and damages end $27,568,000 for relocat'ons. 

E&O Is 14.8J of the constructIon cost. 
S&A Is 7.8S of the constructIon and E&D costs. 

+78,980,000 
+32,343,000 
-2,231,000 

+30,112,000 

e. Qlntlngencles. - The estImate Includes $90,617,000 for contIngencIes, whIch's 24% of the uncanpleted work. The estImate last presented to 
Congress Included $63,351,000 for contIngencIes, whIch was 21% of the uncompleted work. 

8 LAKE PONTCHARTRM N, LA, AND VICI NITY 
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... A'~'AL DATA: (Cont'd) 
.-///-

1 Jal'AJlu"y 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

f. FIrmness of Federal Cost EstImate. - The current estImate Is based 6n DesIgn Mem:>randums, plans and specIfIcatIons, contra::ts, and canpleted 
works, wIth costs projected through the constructIon perIod. 

g. ApproprIatIon Hls1ory. -

APproprl at Ion HI s10ry FY 1985 Budget HI s10ry 
LMVO Recomlll9ndat Ion 

Tot-al tlru FY 1980 105,764,000 1/ OCE Recanlll9ndatlon 

FY 1981 8,800,000 ()liB Allowance 

FY 198Z 13,000,000 ?:! House AI lowance 

FY 1983 13,716,000 Senate Allowance 

FY 1984 8,800,000 3/ Conference Allowance 

FY 1985 13,800,000 !! Work Allowance 

Tot-al to date $163,880,000 Capablll tv 

1/ InItIal constructIon funds receIved In FY 1967. 
2! Ref lects an Increase of 51,000,000 fran return of FY 1981 deferral. 

524,200,000 
17 ,500,000 
17 ,500,000 
17 ,500,000 
17 ,500,000 
17 ,500,000 
13,800,000 
17 ,500,000 

4/ 

FY 1986 Budget Request 
$36,000,000 

25,000,000 
25,000,000 

25,000,000 

:5/ Reflects a reductIon of 51,000,000 assIgned as savIngs and slIppage, $3,639,000 revoked and 53,361,000 transferred from the project. 
4/ Ref lects a reductIon of 52,400,000 assIgned as savings and slippage and 51,300,000 transfer fran the prQject. 

h. CapabIlIty. No addItIonal funds over the budget request of 525,000,000 can be effectIvely utIlIzed. 

9 LAKE PONTCI1ARTRAI N, LA, AND VIC~ NITY 

( 
"'-..-' .. 

j ) 

~ "'-../ 



FINANCIAL DATA: (Oont'd) 

I. Transfers:-

FY 1984: 

From 

Lake Pontchartraln 

Lake Pontchartraln 

Lake Pontchartraln 

Lake Pontchartraln 

Lake Pontcharatraln 

FY 1985: 

Lake Pontchartraln 

AntIcIpated: 

Lake Pontchartraln 

To 

Grand Isle & VIcInIty 

Larose to Go I den Meadow 

OCE 

OCE 

OCE 

Grand Isle & Vlclnlty 

MIss. RIver - Baton 
Rouge to the Gu I f 

"'---J 

r-tlnth of 
Transfer 

12 Dec 83 

28 Dec 83 

19 Dec 83 

7 Jun 84 

27 Jul 84 

6 Dec 84 

Jan 85 

10 

Amount 

$2,861,000 

$ 500,000 

$ 650,000 

$2,900,000 

$ 89,000 

$ 32,000 

$1,300,000 

.. _---/ 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

Reason 

Funds l!IVallable due to delay In award of 
CItrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore ProtectIon 
pendIng a decIsIon on the BarrIer/HIgh Level 
P I an and are requ Ired to comp I ete 
constructIon of the Grand Isle project. 

Funds available due to delay In award of 
CItrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore ProtectIon 
and are requIred to award the SectIon B Gap 
Closure contract. 

Funds avaIlable due to delay In award of 
CItrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore ProtectIon. 

Funds available due to earnIngs on contract 
for StatIon 1121 to 1568 beIng less than 
antIcIpated. 

-00-

Funds available due to reanalysIs of contract 
earnings. 

-do-

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 
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(Cont'd) 

J • Unob I I gated I!II'Id Unexpended Sa lances. -

unoblIgated Balance 
UndelIvered Orders 
Unexpended Sa lance 

End of FY 1984 

$ 21,400 
1,540,700 

$1,562,100 1/ 

Estimated at End 
of FY 1985 

$0 

o 
$0 

1 January 1985 

New Orleans DIstrIct 

1/ Contractor' eern.lngs less than antIcIpated. Funds wI I I be expended In FY 1985. 

k. eo.parlson of Bids. 

It ... 
Bayou Bienvenue 

Scour Repa I r 

CItrus Bk Lv Sta 
176-573 (3rd Lift) 

No. of 
Bidders 

6 

7 

1/ Includes $510,000 for M.R.G.O. project. 

21 Excludes portIon to M.R.G.O. project. 

1. Malntenance.-

Federa I • None. ---

Low HIgh 
BId Bid 

$ 782,000 ]I $1,651,000 

$4,571,300 $6,730,200 

Current 
Government Last Est. Current Est. WorkIng 

EstImate to Congress to Congress EstImate 

$ 981,000 $ 430,000 3! $ 272,000 3! $ 272,000 

$5,348,300 $2,803.000 $5.060.000 0.060,000 

Non-f'ederal. The estImated annual non-Federal ClOst for mI!Ilntenance Is $1,122,000 whIch Includes $61,000 for repll!lCements. 

11 

,_,I i 
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FINANCIAL DATA: (Cant'd) 

I. Transfers:-

" 1984: 

Fro. 

Lake Pantehertraln 

Lake Pontehertraln 

Like Pantehertraln 

Lake Pontchertraln 

Lake Ponteheretraln 

FY 1~: 

lAke Pontcttertreln 

Anticipated: 

Lake Pontcttertraln 

To 

Grand Isle & VicInity 

Lerose to Golden Meadow 

OCE 

OCE 

OCE 

Grand Isle & VIcInIty 

Miss. River - eaton 
Rouge to th. Gu If 

"-J 

~th of 
Transfer 

12 Dec 83 

28 Dec 83 

19 Dec 83 

7 Jun 84 

27 Jul 84 

6 Dec 84 

Jan 85 

10 

Mount 

$2,861,000 

$ 500,000 

$ 650,000 

$2,900,000 

$ 89,000 

S 32,000 

$1,300,000 

~ 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

Reason 

Funds avaIlable due to delay In awerd of 
CItrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore ProtectIon 
pendIng a decIsIon on the BarrIer/High Level 
P I an and are requ I red to COIIIP I ete 
constructIon of the Grand Isle project. 

Funds avaIlable due to delay In award of 
Citrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore ProtectIon 
and are requIred to award the SectIon B Gap 
Closure contract. 

Funds avaffaltle due to delay In awerd of 
CItrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore ProtectIon. 

Funds avallabl. due to earnIngs on contrect 
for StatIon 1121 to 1568 beIng less than 
antIcIpated. 

-do-

Funds avaIlable due to reanalysIs of contract 
earnIngs. 

-do-

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 
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~AL DATA: (Oont'd) 
/ 
J. UnClbIlgated and Unexpended Balances. -

UnClbI Igated Bal ance 
Undelivered ()-Clers 
Unexpended Ba I ance 

End of FY 1984 

S 21,400 
1,540,700 

S l,562,l00.l! 

Estimated at End 
01 FY 1985 

so 
o 

SO 

11 Con1rector earnings less than anticipated. Funds will be expended In FY 1985. 

k. COMparison of Bids. 

No. of Low 

Item Bidders Bid -Bayou Bienvenue 
Scour Repal r 6 S 782,OOO.l! 

Citrus Bk Lv Sta 
176-513 (Jrd Lift) 7 S4,571,300 

!! I nel udes S510. 000 for M.R.G.O. proJ act. 
21 Exel udes pertlon ot M.R.G.O. project. 

1 • Ma I n1'enance. -

Federal. None. 

High Government Last Est. 
Bid Estlllllte 'to ~ CO!!gntSS_ -- - .--~ - ---

Sl,651,OOO S 981,000 S 430,000 2/ 

S6,730,200 S5,348,300 S2,803,OOO 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans District 

Current 
Current Est. Working 
to Congress EstlJlllte 

S 272,000 Y S 272,000 

S5, as 0, 000 $ 5; as 0, 000 /-

Non-Federal. The estimated annual non-Federal cost 10r maintenance Is S1,122,OOOwhich Includes $61,0001or replacements. 

11 
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STATUS AND SCHEDULE: 

a' Scheduled Canpletlon Dates: 

Feature 

BarrIer UnIt 

New Orleans East Unrt 

New Or leans West Un rt 

Ent Ire Proj ect 

b. Performance - FY 85: 

New Orleans East unIt 
Inltrate: 

N.O. Lakefront Levee 
West of I.H.N.C. 

ContInue: 

Last Presented 
to Congress 

IndeU nlte 

Sep 1988 

IndefInIte 

Sap 1991 

Last Presented 
to Congress 

CI1rus Lakefront Levee I H~ Parr s Rd FSP 

Not Presented: 
N.O. L8kefront Levee, London Avenue 10 West End 

N.O. Lakefront Levee, Floodwall at Marc/Topaz 
N.O. Lakefront Levee Floodwal Is at Am. Standard Plant 

12 

.~ 

Present 
Schedule 

N/A 

Dec 1993 

Sep 2006 

Sap 2006 

Present 
Schedule 

In Itl ate 

Inltrate 

InItIate 
InItIate 

---.-/ 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

ExplanatIon of Change 

Not requIred under recommended HIgh Level 
Plan of Protection. 

AddItIonal work requIred for HIgh Level 
Plan of Protect Ion. 

-<10-

-do-

Remarks 

Under the prcposed HIgh Level Plan of Protect Ion 
thIs Item has been dIvIded Into several reaches 
IncludIng levees and floodwalls. 

Delayed at the request of 10Cft1 Interests pend I ng 
a decIsIon on the barrIer vs. hIgh level plan. 

ThIs Item Is a portIon of N.O. Lakefront Levee 
west of I.H.N.C. previously presented. 

-do-
-<10-

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 
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1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

,/ 

~ AND SCHEDULE: (Cont'd) 
~ 

Chal matte Un J t 
Not Presented: 

VlcJnlfy Paris Road BrIdge. Floodwall alPpJng 

Present Schadu Ie 

'nltlate and Complete 

Remarks 

Based on recent surveys. thIs Item has been 
advanced from future work. 

statIon 65 to 278 (1st Enlgt) 'nltlate Based on recently acquIred rlghts--of-way. thIs 
Item has been advanced 15 IIOnths. 

c. COnstructIon DIffIcultIes: None. 

pHYSIC"'" MTA OiANGES: PhysIcal dIIta haw been updated fran that last presented to Congress 10 reflect the selection of the HIgh Level Plan of 

ProtectIon In "eu of the BarrIer alternatlw: 

a. The average levee heIght has been changed fran 13 feet 10 16 feet to canpensate for the loss of the barrIer s1ructures. 

b. Dam closures haw been changed from 9 to 2 because the only closures associated wIth HIgh Level Plan are located at Bayou Blenwnue and Bayou 

Dupre Con1rol 51ructures. 

c. DraInage siructures were Increased fran 7 to 9 based on the elimInatIon of 3 due 10 the loss of the BarrIer Siructures and the addItion of 5 
requIred for the HIgh Lewl Plan In New Orleans West UnIt. 

d. The Floodwalls were Increased fran 15.5 miles to 17.9 miles based on the addItional protectIon requlremetnt In New Orleans East UnIt for the 

HIgh Level Plan. 

e. Floodgates were changed fran 3 to 2 based on 1 being elImInated at the Chef MentEllr Complex and 2 remaInIng at Bayou BIenvenue and Bayou Dupre 

COntro I Structures. 

f. Three COnirol Valw 51ructures have been adcbd for tile 3 outfall canals In New Orleans East UnIt. 

g. Three Control Structures, 13.3 mIles of channels, and 2 locks have been deleted based on the elImInatIon of the BarrIer Plan. 

OlliER DATA OiANGES: Data relative to the BarrIer UnIt of the prqJect has been rellOved fran the JustIfIcation sheet sInce thIs unit Is not requIred 

under the HIgh Level Plan of protectIon. 

13 LAKE PONTCHARTRA' N, LA, AND VIC' NITY 
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I January 1985 
New Orleans DistrIct 

LOCAl. COOPERATI()I: (Refer to YDTO-13) 

RIghts-of-way Schedule for Iterns WhIch Could Be InItIated In the RemaInder of the Current FIscal Year and In the Budget Fiscal Year. 

I tern of Work 

NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT 
New Orleans Lakefront Levee 

London Avenue to West End 
New Orleans Lakefront Levee 
Floodwall at AmerIcan Standard Plant 

New Orleans Lakefront Floodwall 
at MarclTopaz 

HOE BK Levee-Sta. 
770 to 1007 
N~ LKFT Levee-Par l s 

Road to S. Pelnt FSP 
Cltrus LKFT-IHNC 
to Par I s Ibad FSP 

Chalmette UnIt 
VIc. ParIs Rd. Brldge 

FI oodwa I I Capplng 
StatIon 65 to 278 

1st Enlgt 
StatIon 355 to 682 

Flnal Enlgt 

11 Assurances not slgned by LMVD 

ActIon taken 
by Dlstrlct 

Requested 27 Dec 84 

Requested 27 Dec 84 

To be Requested Jan 85 

To be requested Apr 85 

To be requested Jan 85 

Requested 3 Jul 84 

Requested 27 Dec 84 

Requested 29 Nov 84 

To be requested Mar 85 

Scheduled Date for 
ReceIpt of R/W 

Jan 85 

Feb 85 

Feb 85 

Dec 85 

Jun 85 

Jan 85 

Jan 85 

Jun 85 

14 

Date RIW 
Was <I:Ita I ned 

19 Nov 84 11 

Scheduled 
Award Date 
Actual (A) 

Mar 85 

Mer 85 

May 85 

May 86 

Aug 85 

Feb 85 

Mar 85 

Mar 85 

Aug 85 
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1 Jal'l.la,.., 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

PROBLEMS: AI I questIons were fully answered In last year's approprIatIon hearIng. 

NlDITI~L 1tf"<H4ATI~: 

a. FlorIda Avenue Complex. The addItIon of a major pumpIng statIon has been apprOll'ed for the FlorIda Avenue Complex In addItIon 10 wrtlcal 11ft 
gates In the draInage canal. The current cost estImate Includes the vertIcal 11ft gates and the pumpIng statIon. SInce the pumpIng statIon Is an 
InterIor draInage ltan, local Interests wIl.l fund and consiruct the statIon lIS part of theIr requIred prqJect contrIbutIon. In addItIon, local 
Interests plan to construct the floodwall reaches In thIs vIcInIty on both sIdes of the Inner Harbor Navlgatl~ Canal as a work-In-klnd contrIbutIon. 

b. st. Charles ParIsh Lakefront Levee. In vIew of the need for further envIronmental studIes, as well as the InclusIon of bayous laBranche and 
TrepagnIer In the LouIsIana Natural and ScenIc RIver System, the constructIon of thIs levee has been deferred. As a result of lItIgatIon on the 
prqJect, alternatIves 10 the IlI.Itlorlzed lakefront levee In St. Charles ParIsh were examIned. Based on canpleted envIronmental studIes the most 
favorable alternatIve Is a levee whIch would generally parallel and run north of AIrlIne HIghway (US HIghway 61). ThIS allnement Is recommended as 
part of the HIgh Level Plan of Prot-act Ion. 

c. Me_vII Ie Seawall. The Mandeville UnIt portIon of the prqJect had prevIously been placed In an IndefinIte category due 10 local Interests' 
objectIons to the project. St. Tammany ParIsh POlIce Jury refused to furnIsh the fInancIal assurances. (Refer to YDTO-12. Current Status of 
ASSUl"'anoes, Lake Pontchartraln BarrIer Plan.) By vIrtue of a meetIng on 6 July 1978 and a letter dated 8 August 1978, the mayor of Mandeville 
IndIcated Interest In the seawall repaIrs. In October 1980 the town of MandevIlle furnIshed a letter of Intent to provIde the flnanacl~1 support for 
the seawall res1oratlon, prOll'ldlng that the res1oratlon could be accanpllshed In such a way as to not- preclude future recreatIonal swlnmlng at the 
seawall. A specIal electIon was held In St. Tammany ParIsh on 22 October 1983 to authorIze the levy of a specIal tax to repaIr or replace the 58awall 
at Mandevll Ie. ThIs til< failed to pass; therefore, the completIon date fOr the Mandeville Seawall Is now IndefinIte. 

d. Report of SIgnIfIcant Post-Authorlzatlon Changes. 

(0 In canpIJance wIth OCE letter dated 21 November 1973, subject, "Lake Pontchartraln, LouIsIana and VIcInIty. Lake Pontchartraln BarrIer 
Plan Report on sIze selectIon, Chef Menteur NavIgatIon Structure and the Rlgolets and Seabrook Locks," and LMVO 1st Ind thereto, a sIgnifIcant post
autlorlzatlon change report was prepared and submItted by NOD for rev lew and IlPprOll'al on 7 Jal'l.lary 19't§. The report was returned by OCE on 16 
08cember 1974 for addItIonal InformatIon. A PublIc MeetIng was held on 22 February 1975 In whIch comments were receIved on the sIzes of the 
navIgatIon siructllres. AddItIonal work on the report was dalayed until a revIew of the prevIous sIzIng cl9clslons coold be made. ThIs revIew was 
COMPleted and a new report was submItted on 25 June 1976. ThIs report whIch coverS the Rlgolets Lock only was approved by OCE on 21 Septenber 1976. 
subject 10 agreement wIth the 100!I1 sponsor, wh Ich has been subsequently receIved. 

(2) PublIc opposItIon to the envIronmental Impacts of the BarrIer Plan resulted In a court-ordered revIsIon to the EIS. ThIs resulted In a 
project reevaluatIon whIch recommended a desIgn change from the prevIously authorIzed BarrIer Plan of the Prot-actIon to a hIgh level plan wIthout the 
barrier stl"uctlres. The Unal ReevaluatIon Report and a requIred post authorIzatIon change report was completed and forwarded to hIgher authorIty on 
8 August 1984. 
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1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd) 

e. Save Our Wetlands SuIt. Save Our Wetlands, Inc., fIled suIt on 8 December 1975 In UnIted States DIstrIct Court for the Eastern DIstrIct of 
LouIsIana agaInst the New Orleans DIstrIct EngIneer, the Secretary of the Army, the AdmInIstrator of the EnvIronmental ProtectIon Agency, and the 
PresIdent of the Orleans Levee Board. The Clio Sportsman's League JoIned the suIt on 21 June 1976. The suIt alleges the followIng: 

(1) that the regIonal cumulatIve EnvIronmental Impact Statement should be accomplIshed prIor to proceedIng wIth the project; 
(2) that the Corps has not canplled wIth the condItIons of fInal approval by the EnvIronmental ?rotectlon Agency of SectIon 404 requIrements 

of the Federal Water PollutIon Control Act; 
(3) th~t the Corps has not completely elimInated the St. Charles ParIsh lakefront levee as requIred by the EnvIronmental ProtectIon Agency. 

The Government moved to dIsmIss the lawsuIt based on laches and the contentIon that the allegatIons of the plaIntIffs were not lIable to trIal In a 
court of JustIce under the NatIonal EnvIronmental Policy Act. A hearIng was hel don 5 November 1976 and the court denIed the mot Ion on 7 December 
1976. In addItIon, a hearIng was held on 15 December 1976 on the Orleans Levee DIstrIct's (a co-defendant) motIon to dIsmIss Issues regardIng 
assurances for the prQlect. The court denied the motIon. On 30 December 1977, Judge Charles Schwartz, o,f the Federal DIstrIct Court In New Orleans, 
Issued an order enjoInIng any further constructIon of the Chef Menteur and Rlgolets Complexes, New Orleans East Area (East of ParIs Road), and the 
Chalmette Area of the prQlect until a new envIronmental statement Is prepared. 

The suIt also seeks to have the New Orleans East Lakefront Levee removed and to have three openIngs for tIdal Interchange provIded under the Southern 
RallrOlJd embankment. However, on 8, 10, and 27 March 1978 Judge Charles Schwartz lifted the InjunctIon on the New Orleans East Area (East of ParIs 
Road) and on 10 March 1978 he lIfted the InjunctIon on the Chalmette Area Plan. 

f. St. T~any ParIsh Police Jury SuIt. ThIs agency has also flied a lawsuIt on 30 March 1977 attackIng the project. TheIr suIt was sImilar 10 
the Save Our Wetlands suIt and was combIned wIth that suIt. 

g. St. Charles ParIsh SuIt. On 12 April 1977 an unIncorporated assocIation of cItizens and property owners flied suIt agaInst the prQlect In an 
effort to force constructIon of the St. Charles ParIsh lakefront levee, whIch Is IndefInItely deferred for envIronmental reasons, or, In the event the 
levee Is not bul It, to force the Government to purchase lands In St. Charles ParIsh wh Ich may otherwIse be subject 10 tIdal f loodl ng. The U.S. 
Attorney sought dIsmIssal on the grounds that the plaIntIffs lacked cause of actIon upon whIch relIef could be granted by the court. At a 17 May 1978 
hearl ng, Judge Charles Schwartz declared that the suI t was premature and deferred further cons Ideratlon until canp let Ion of the rev I sed EI S. 

h. Deferred Payment Plan. The modIfIcatIon authorIzed by the Water Resources Development Act of 1974, whereby local Interests may agree to pay 
the unpaId balance of the cash payment due, wIth Interest, In yearly Installments, has provIded ImmedIate relIef 10 local Interests. InItIal cash 
payments were receIved from local Interests In FY 1977 and they have expressed theIr apprecIatIon of the plan. 

I. Gen~ral - Because of the wIdespread Interest which had been expressed wIth regard to the BarrIer portIon of the project, the Sub-Commlttee of 
Water Resources for the House PublIc Works and TransportatIon CommIttee held a hearIng In New Orleans on 5 February 1978. The purpose of the hearIng 
was to o,*aln InformatIon on the hurrIcane protectIon plan for the prQlect and to gIve Interested partIes an opportunIty to make theIr vIews known. 
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1 JallJ!H·y 1985 
New Orleans District 

~ITIONAL INF~TION: (Cont'd) 

OJ. Chalmette Unit Econanlc Analysis. Since the Chalmette Unit Is a separate entity fran an engineering, hycrologlcal, and econanlc standpoint, 
the court has required that a separate economic reanalysis for thJs unit be conducted separate and apart from the Lake Aontchartraln Hurricane 
Protect Ion prqJect econanlc reanal ys Is. 

k. HIgh Level Plan. A public meeting was held In New Orleans on 21 November 1981 to seek public canment on the tentatively selected High Level 
Plan. The High Level Plan will provide for heightening and strengthening the existing hurricane protection levee systems In Orleans Parish, the east 
bank of Jefferson Parish, and In St. Bernard Parish; repairing and rehltlllitating the Mandeville Seawall In St. Tarrmany Parish; building a new 
maJnl'ne hurrIcane leyee on the east bank of St. Charles Parish, just north of US Highway 61 (AirlIne Highway); raising and strenthenlng the existing 
levee whIch extends along the Jefferson-St. Charles Parish boundary between Lake Pontchartraln and Airline Highway; and deferring cons1ructlon of the 
proposed Seabrook lock unftl Its feasibility as a feature of the MiSSissippi Rlver-Gulf Outlet navigation project can be determined. Areas Inclosed 
bY the levee and floodwall cons1ructlon will be pra.rlded protection agaInst tIdal Slrge flooding resulting fran the Standard Project Hurricane 
(SPH). The public response Is heavily In favor of the High Level Plan. 

The craft ReeYaluatlon Study (Including a draft EIS) recanmendlng th8 High Level Plan was submitted by New Orleans Dls1rlct for higher level reYlew on 
15 Dacetmer 1982. The Reevaluation Report was released to the pUblic and flied with the EPA on 16 DecenDer 1983. 

A public meetIng to discuss the High Level Plan was hel don 28 June 1984. The final report, E'S, and post I!Il.Ithorlzatlon change raport recanmendlng 
the HIgh Level Plan was forwarded to hIgher authorIty on 8 August 1984. Under the dIscretIonary authorIty of the ChIef of EngIneers, final approval 
Is ecpeeted In Jaruary 1985. 

ENVIRONENTAL INFORMATION: 

a. Status of EnvIronmental Impact Statement. - The final Environmental Impact Statement was filed with the Council on Environmental Quality on 17 

~
anuary 1975. By Court Order dated 30 Oecetmer 1971, a revised Environmental Impact Statement was ordered. P.r::ellmlnary altecnatluQ pl.A !+Iulles dnd 

e I nvestl at n of protect Ion mer • A 
aft revIsed EnvIronmental Impact Statement for the High Level Plan and the reevaluation report which cuments the proposal to adopt that plan 

Instead of the Barrier Plan was released to the public and flied with the Environmental Protect Ion Agency on 16 December 1983. The fl ntll revised 
EnvIronmental Impact Statement was f lied with the Environmental Protection Agency on 7 DecenDer 1984. 

b. Changes In Envlrornental Impact Statement Scheduling. The schedule for submission of the final EIS slipped 4 months (August 1984 to December 
1984) from that last submitted to Congress. This slippage results from delay In receiving approval from the ASA to proceed with the E!S and 

Reeva I uat Ion Report. 
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I Jaruary 1985 
New Orleans ~Istrlct 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd) 

e. Sew OW' Wetlands SuIt. Seve Our Wetlands, Inc., flied suIt on 8 Dec:enCer 1975 In UnIted States DIstrIct Court for the Eastern DIstrIct of 
louisIana agarnst the New Orleans DistrIct Engineer, the Secretary of the Army, the AdmInIstrator of the Envlronme,tal Protection Agency, and the 
Preslde.nt of the Orleans Levee Board. The Clio Sportsman's League JoIned the suIt on 21 June 1976. The suIt al leges the fo1l0l0l1119: 

(1) that the regional CUIlIulatlve EnvIronmental I""act Statement should be accOlllPllshed prIor to proceedIng wIth the project; 
(2) that the Corps has not cawplled with the condItions of fInal approval by the Environmental °ratactlon Agency of SectIon 404 requIrements 

of the Federal Water PollutIon Control Act; 
(3) th'!t the Corps has not COIIIPietely elimInated the St. Charles ParIsh IlIkefront levee as requIred by the Envlronmentlll ProtectIon Agency. 

The Go¥.rn8Bftt MOYed to drs~lss the lawsuIt based on laches and the contentIon that the allegatIons of the plllrntlffs were not Ilaole to trIal rn II 

cart of JustIce under the Natlona' EnvlrOlll8ntal Policy Act. A hearIng was hel d on 5 November 1976 and the court denIed the mot Jon on 7 0ec8lllber 
1976. In addItIon, a heerlng was held on 15 December 1976 on the Orleans Levee DIstrIct's (a co-defendant) motIon to dIsmIss Issues regardIng 
assranees for the prqJect. The court denIed the motion. On 30 December 1977, Judge Charles Schwartz, of the Federal DIstrIct Court In New Orleans, 
Issued an order enjoInIng any further constructIon of the Chef ~nteur and Rlgolets Complexes, New Orleans East Area (Ellst of Paris Road), lind the 
Ctlal.tte Area of the prqJect unt " a new envIronmental statement Is prepared. 

l1Ht suit also seeks to have the New Orleans East Lakefront Levee removed and to have three openIngs for tidal Interchange provided under the Southern 
RaIlroad ""ank_nt. However, on 8, 10, and 27 Mardi 1978 Judge Charles Schwartz lifted the InjunctIon on the New Orleans East Area (East of ParIs 
Aoad) and on 10 March 1978 h. lifted the InjunctIon on the Chalmette Area °lan. 

f. ·St. T_ny ParIsh Police Jury SuIt. thIs agency has also flied a lawsuIt on 30 Mardi 1977 attackIng the project. TheIr suIt was sImilar to 
the Save Our Wetlands suit and was cOIIIblned wIth that suIt. 

g. St. Ctlarl.s Parish SuIt. On 12 April 1977 an unIncorporated association of cItIzens and property owners flied suIt against tne prqJect In an 
.ffort to force constructIon of the St. Charles ParIsh lakefront levee, whIch Is IndefInItely. deferred for envIronmental reasons, or, In the event the 
levee Is not built, to force the Governnent to plrdlase lands In St. Charles ParIsh which may otherwIse be subject to tIdal floodIng. The U.S. 
At1ar~ sought d'sllllssal on the !rounds that the plaIntIffs lacked cause of actIon upon wlllch relief could be granted by the court. "t a 17 May 1978 
hearIng, Judglt Charles Schwartz declared that the suIt was prt!l1lature and dBferred further consIderatIon until .conpletlon of the revIsed EIS. 

h. Deferred Payment Plan. The IlDdlflcatlon authorIzed by the Water Resources Development Act of 1974, whereby local Interests may a!ree to pay 
t .. unpaId balance of the cash payment due, wIth Interest, In yearly Installments. has provIded Inmedlate relief 10 local Interests. InItIal cash 
Pav-nTs ..... rece'ved from local Interests In FY 1977 and they have expressed theIr apprecIatIon of the plan. 

I. GeMra' - Because of the wIdespread Interest whIch had been ecpressed wIth regard to the Barrlet'- portIon of the project, the Sub-Canmlttee of 
Water Resources for the House PublIc Works and TransportatIon CommIttee held a hearIng In New Orleans on 5 February 1978. The purpose of the hearIng 

.... 10 obtaIn Infonnatlon on the hurrIcane protectIon plan for the prqJect and to gIve Interested partIes an opportunIty to make theIr vl.s known. 
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~w 0:-1 eans DI str Ict 

.,.oOITIONAL INFOR""TION: «(hnt' d) 

J. Chelmette Unit Economic Anelysls. Since the Olalmette Unit Is a separate entity fran an engineering, hyrdologlcel, end econanlc stendpolnt, 

the COlTt hes required that a separate economic retlnalysls for this unit be conducted separate end apart from the lake A:>ntchertraln fiJrrlcane 

Protection project econonlc reanelysls. 

k. High Level Plan. A public meeting wes held In i'ew Orleans on 21 Novanber to seek public comment on the tentetlvely selected Hgh Level 

Plen. The High L~el Plan wlll.pt"'ovide for heightening and strengthening the eclstlng hurricane protection levee systans In Q-Ieens ~rlsh, the east 

bank of .efferson ~rlsh, and In St. Bernard Fl!rlsh; repairing and rehabilitating the Mandeville Seawell In St. Tammany Fl!rlsh; building a new 

mainline hlTrlcane levee on the east bank of St. Olarles ~rlsh, Ju~t north of US Hlghwey 51 (Airline Hlg~wey); relsln9 and strengthlng the edstlng 

levee which extends along the .efferson-St. Charles Rlrlsh boundary between lake Fbntchartraln and Airline HghleY; and deferring construction of the 

proposed Seebrook lock until Its feasibility as a feature of the Mississippi Rlver-Gulf o..tlet navigation project can be determined. Areas Inclosed 

by the levee and floodlell construction will be prov Ided protection against tidal surge flooding resulting from the Standard FroJect fiJrrlcane 

(SA"I). The public response Is heav lIy In favor of the High Level Plan. 

The draft Reeval letlon Stud y (InclLl! Ing a draft EI S) recommend Ing the HI 9 h Level PI an was subm Itted by New Or leans DI str I ct for hi g her I evel rev lew 

on 15 Dacanber 1982. The Re~aluatlon Feport was released to the public and f lied with the EPA on 15 cecanber 198:3. 

A public meeting to discuss the High Level Plan was held on 28 June 1984. The final report, EIS, and post aut"orlzation change report recommending 

* the High Level Plan was forwarded to higher authority on 8 August 1984 and approved on 7 February 1985. 

~VIRON~NTAL INFOR""TlON: 

a. Stetus of E nvl ronmentel I mpect Stetement". - The final Env I ronnental Impact Stat anent was flied wi th the a, unc II on Env I ronne"tal Quality on 

* 

* 17 Janlery 1975. By Q)lTt Q-der dated :30 Dacember 1977, a rev ISed SlY Ironmental impact Statement was ordered. A draft rev Ised SlY Ironment,,1 Impact * 
Stat anent for the High Level Plan and the reevi!lluatlon report which docunents the proposal to adopt that plan Instead of the Berrier Plan Wi!lS 

releesed to the public and flied with the Eiwlronment1!1 Frotectlon Pgency on 15 December 1983. The final revised Eilvlronment,,1 Impact Statement Wi!lS 

flied with the Envlronnenti!ll Protection !gency on 7 cecanber 1984. 

b. Changes In Environmental Impact Statement Scheduling. The schedule for Submission of the final EIS slipped 4 months (/lugust 1984 to ~cember 
1984) fran that last sutmltted to Q,ngress. This slippage results fran .delay In recelvl ng appr(),lal fran the ASA to proceed with the EI S i!lnd 

Reevalletlon Feport. 
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I Jal'l.lIH"y 1985 
New Orleans Olstrlct 

ENVIROtt4ENTAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd) 

c. EnvIronmental opposItIon. -

(1) The known envlronnental oppositIon 10 the barrIer plan of protectIon for the lake Pontchartraln, louIsIana, and Vlclnliy HurrIcane 
ProtectIon project Is summerlzed below: 

(a) The Orleans Audubon SocIety opposes the dIsposal and pondlng of dredgl3d meterlal In the marshes along the Chef and R/galets Passes, 
along the ~-GO and In New Qooleans East, and the proposed borrow area on Apple PIe RIdge along US HIghway 90. They believe these dIsposal and borrow 
plans will d&siroy valuable marshland that louIsIana cannot afford to lose. They also recanmend that levees be built around populated areas only and 

the BarrIer Plan be elImInated. 

(b) The loul slana WI! dll fe Federation reconmends that the St. Charles ParIsh segment be elimInated fran the prQject plan because It will 
InvestIgate further encroachment and deterIoratIon of a rapIdly dwIndlIng and fragIle mersh ecosystem. They feel that the placIng of the barrIer 
siructures as proposed on the RlgoleTs and Chef Menteur Pass may have severe, Irreverslb Ie conseqU9nces on the delIcaTe balance wh Ich dl fferent/aTes 
between the fIne line whIch constItutes a fresh and a saline mersh ecosystem. 

(C) The Sierra Club. Delta ChapTer. belIeves that wetlands represent econanlc, envIronmental, and recreatIonal values whIch are far more 
Important to the publ/~ Interest than the claImed benefIts from deyalop/ng such lands for Increased taxes. For thIs reason They recommend that the 
prQject slDuld be used 10 protect eclstlng settlement, and not to encourage IntensIve development In one of the large flood plaIns between the 

MIssIssIppI Riyal" and the Gulf of MexIco. 

(d) The Bonnet Carre' Rod and Gun Club and the St. Charles Environmental Council oppose the lakefront levee In St. Charles ParIsh. They 
favor a hurrIcane protectIon le't'198 generally along AIrline Highway (US Hwy 61) In st. Charles Parish. They beHeve thIs allnement would be 
envIronmentally acoaptmle and would stll I protect the presently developed areas In St. Charles ParIsh. 

(e) The Clio Sportsmen's league of New Qooleans' posItIon Is that they feyor hurricane protection but oppose the "so called" pol Icy of 
unnecessary prIvate land enhancement at the expense of the public and the envIronment. They opIne that the berrlers wIth Its borrow. dIsposal and 
pondlng areas, and accompanyIng future deyalopments will playa leadIng role In the destructIon of lake Rontchartraln end, eventually, the entIre 
Ml!IUrepas, Pontchartraln, CatherIne and Borgne estuary system. 

(f) The st. Tlllllllllny Environmental Councr! Is of the opinIon that the acknowledged and potentIal adverse envIronmental and econanlc 
Impact of the lake Pontchartra'n, louIsIana, and VIcInIty hurrIcane protectIon plan far outweIghs the benefIts our populatIon may receIve In the form 

of hurrIcane protect Ion. 

(g) The st. Tammany Sportsman's league Is opposed to the "Floodgates" at the Rlgolets because they say It wi I I destroy the Interplay 
between the lake and the mershes whJch supplIes 50 percent of all nutrIents that feed the flora and fauna In lake Rontchartraln. "The loss of these 
nutrIents will result In the death of the lake," they opIne. 
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1 Jal'l.lary 1985 
New Orleans DIstrict 

ENYlROHNTAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd) 

(h) The EnvIronmental Defense Fund has expressed concern regardIng the whole project, nore specifIcally the New Orleans East Area. They 
consIder the wetlands In the New Orleans East Area are stIli vIable and could be restored to a hIgh level of productIvIty gIven approprIate redesIgn 
of the levees; provIsIon for tIdal flows and water circulatIon; and strIngent regulation of dredge, fll I, and draInage actIvIties In accordance wIth 
the Corps' regulatIons and wetland pol Icy. 

(2) EnvIronmental qlpos Itlon 10 the HIgh Level Plan centers on fwo major Issues. Fourteen groups have e<pressed concern over the prqlOsal 10 
locate borrow pIts In Lake Pontchartraln near the Jefferson ParIsh Lakefront. PossIble adverse water quality Impacts are the prImary concern. Eleven 
of these groups have e<pressed qlPOS Itlon 10 the Inclosure of wetlands by the hurrIcane praf"ect Ion levee In New Orleans East. Four groups al so qlpose 
the levee alJnenent In St. OIarles ParIsh because the levee would Inclose a wetland and may subject It to development In the future. To date, there 
are no court Il\Junctlons fHed against thIs plan. 

d. other EnvlronnentaI OpInIons. 

(I) The US FIsh and WII dll fa ServIce and the NatIonal MarIne FIsheries ServIce have fully cOqlerated In devel qll ng a plan for hurrIcane 
protectIon for the metropolftan area of New Orleans that will allevIate, to the fullest extent feasIble, any project Impacts on the fIsh and wlldlffe 
resources In the area~ Both have qlposed the St. Charles ParIsh lakefront levee and have made specIfIc recanmendatlons In the af"her segments of the 
project to help mInImize the destructive features of the project. 

(2) The EnvIronmental Protect Ion Agency hIlS also furfy cOqlerated In helpIng us 10 develql an envIronmentally feaslb Ie plan. In their review 
of the statement of fIndIngs for the plans for placement of dredged material for this project they stated that tidal Interchange should be allowed 
Into the New Orleans East area until c19vel~ed areas are ttreatened. 

e. Envlronnental StudIes • 

(I) Phase I of the bIologIcal transport studIes contract entered In10 with the LOUisiana State UnIversity along wIth a preliminary Phase .II 
scope study based on Phase I data have been completed. The remaining portIons of the contract have been terminated at the request of LMVD due to the 
preference for the high level plan. 

(2) The EPA In theIr review of the 404 proceedIngs have requested us 10 study lIflether the drainage structures In the South PoInt 10 GIWW 
levee can be changed wIth regards to theIr operatIon. They would like to see the structures remain open during normal tIdal condItions to nourIsh the 
marsh In New Orleans East with the lake water. The LouisIana Wildlife Federation and the US FIsh and Wildlife Service are supportIve of this 
recommendation. We coordinated thIs request wIth the Orleans Levee District, the Sewerage and Water Board, the MosquIto Control Board, and the City 
Planning Canmlsslon and found e<tenslve ~posltlon. As a result of thIs oppositIon and since FIsh & WildlIfe Management Is naf" an authorized federal 
program purpose, re~tablJshment of tidal exchange Is not recoml'll9nded In the Reeva I uri Ion ReportlEIS releaSed to the public 'n Decerrber 1983. 

(3) The New Orleans City PlannIng Canmlsslon has requested us 10 study the posslbl I Ity of purchasIng wetlands outsIde the praf"ected area 10 
mItIgate the loss of wetlands Included In the project. ThIs feature Is beIng Included In our mItIgatIon report. 
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1 J!lnuary 1985 
New Orle!lns District 

ENY I RotfolENTAL INF~MATION: (Cont'd) 

(4) In !lddltlon to the contr!lcts In p!lr!l e(2) !!bove, the Loulsl!ln!l st!lte University (LSU) !lnd the University of New Orle!lns (UNO) were 
contracted to study tld!ll tr!lnsport In the Chef Menteur !lnd Rlgolets P!lSses !lnd !It the site of Se!lbrook Lock. LSU W!lS responsible for physlc!ll !lnd 
biological tr!lnsport studies and UNO for chemlc!l1 tr!lnsport studies. The contr!lcts were broken down Into two phases: Ph!lse I, which Is complete, 
consisted of study design, and ph!lse II W!lS to consist of II one year sampling program !lnd data !In!llysls. Prior to Inltl!ltlon of ph!lse II work, the 
LSU and UNO contracts were termln!lted. 

f. Status and Impact of Cbmpll!lnce with Section 404, Clean water Act of 1917. The provisions of Section 404 of the Clean W!lter Act h!lve been met 
by a Statement of Findings signed by the District Engineer on 20 August 1975 for the m!lJorlty of the project. The provisions of Section 404 of the 
Cle!ln W!lter Act for work !lfter 1 October 1981 h!lve been met for the Ch!llmette Unit by !I Supplement!ll Section 404(b)(1) EV!llu!ltion Report, signed by 
the District Engineer on 15 November 1982; for the New Orle!lns E!lst Unit by !I Supplement!ll Section 404(b)(I) EV!lluation Report signed by the District 
Engineer on 18 November 1983; and for the New Orle!lns West/M!lndeville Unit by a Supplement!ll Section 4D4(b)(I) EV!llu!ltion Report on 18 November 
1983. A Pub I Ic Notice for the High Level Plan was Issued on 28 M!lrch 1984, !lnd certlflc!ltlon from the St!lte of Loulsl!ln!l W!IS received on 29 June 
1984. 
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AUTHOR I ZATI ON: 

AuthorIzatIon Documents. 

Author I zat Ions 

FC Act of 1965 dated 
27 October 1965 (Pt.. 89-298) 

(II> 231189/1) 

water ResourCBS Davel opment Act 
of 1974 dated 7 March 1974 
(Pl. 93-251) Sect 10 n 92 

'---" 

DATA FOR TESTIFYING (FFICERS ON FY 1986 CI VI L WORKS BlDGET 

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VIC.INlTy 

A program for protect Ion fran hurrIcane flood level s at New Orleans, 
LA, and surrounding areas by means of levees, floodwal Is, control 
siructures, navigatIon siructures, locks, dams aid draInage 
structures. 

A modifIcatIon of the FC Act of 1965 (Pt.. 89- 298) 10 provIde that 
non-Federal pub IIc bodIes may agree to pay the unpaId balance of 
the cash payment due wIth Interest, In yearl y Installments. 

EstImated Cost alii 
Year of Price Level 

--.-/ 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans District 

$56,235,000 (1961) 1/ 

1/ ThIs Is net cost to the Federal Government. The gross cost Is $60,185,000. The dIfference Is $3,950,000, whIch Is capItalized value at 3 I/B 
percant Interest over 100 years for O&M on Rlgolets Lock whIch Is 10 be contrlDuted by local Interests alii used by the Federal Government for 

project constructIon. 

Monetry AuthorIzation. Full monetry authorIzation was prOo/lded In the Flood Contro' Act of 27 October 1965. 

NEED FOR THE PROJECT: The project Is located In southeastern LouIsIana In the vIcInIty of Lake Pontchartraln and Includes the cIty of New Orleans and 
strroundlng areas. The prqJect area Is susceptIble 10 flooding fran wIld-drIven hurrIcane tIdes fran Lake Pontchartraln, Lake Borgne, aid the Gulf of 
Medco. HistorIcal hurrIcanes have produced recorded stages up to 13 feet on the southwest. shore of the lake, 6.2 feet at the south shore, 7.1 feet 
at the southeast shore, and 7.7 feet at the north shore. The protect Ive works have been Oo/ertopped aid cBveloped areas flooded by surges from 
hurrIcanes several tImes In recent years. 

In 1915, the 7.7 foot stage on the north shore and the 13 foot stage on the southwest shore caused consldarmle floodIng. 

The 1947 hurrIcane caused extensIve floodIng In Jefferson ParIsh when a lakeshore embankment proved Inadequate to prevent overtoppIng, even though 
tta stage was onl y about 5 feet. Cons ldarm 'e Oo/ertoppl ng of the New Orleans seawall ocOlrred durl ng thIs storm and about 9 square miles of 

resIdentIal area were flooded. 

LAKEPONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICIN.ITY 



1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

NEED FM lliE PRoJECt: (C4nt'd) 

In 1956f'he New ()-Ieans seawall was agaIn overtopped, r$Sultlng In the floodIng of 5>ouf' 2.5 square miles of resIdentIal and commercial area In 

f'he lakefronf' area. 

HurrIcane Behy In Sepf'enber 1965 cau!IBd exte,. Ive floodIng of urban areas of the New Orleans area 10 depf'hs of up 10 10 feef'. 

HurrIcane Cam" Ie In Augusf' 1969 caused floodIng of low lyIng areas adJacent to f'heIHNC. 

Alf'hough HurrIcane Carmen In Sepf'enber 1974 cau!lBd IIHle floodIng In the prqJect area, It was rated by the Naf'Ional Weather ServIce as more 
dangerous f'han HurrIcane Betsy. Had Carmen contInued If's northerly course or shlff'ed slIghtly to the easf', If' would have passed thru f'he vlclnlf'y of 
New Q-Ieans and would have cau!IBd exf'enslve floodIng withIn the prqJect area. 

Wave actIon dul"lng IIDderate to hIgh lake stages has undermIned f'he exIstIng seawall at Mandeville, causIng If' to become IneffectIve as a htJi"rlcane 

protect "'e siruc1'ure. 

On several OCallsJons, the area between Lake Pontchar1Taln and Lake Borgne has been flooded by stages up 10 11 feet. 

Much of f'he developed area In New Orleans and In Jefferson ParIsh Is below normal lake level; some land beIng as low as 7 feet below naf'lonal 
geoclef'1c vert Ical da1ull. wIth a cons ldera, Ie port Ion lower than 2 feet below natIonal geodetIc _rt leal datum. Stages attend I ng a standard prqJect 
hurrIcane would cause overtapplng of all exIstIng protectIve works by several feet and pondlng as deep as 16 feet In the developed areas and the 
p"""ng sys1'an on whIch relllOVal of al I flood waters Is dependent would be Inq:»erable for an extended perIod of tIme. this prolonged InundatIon would 
cause enOl'"lllOUs damage to private and public property, would create serIous hazards to life and health, would dIsrupt busIness and communIty life, and 
would requIre an ll11118nse ecpendl1ure of public and prIvate funds for evacuatIon and subSeq\J8nt rElh5>1 I I tat Ion of lOcal resIdents. 

PrIor to construc1'lon of the MIssIssIppI RIver-Gulf Outlet navIgatIon proJec1', tIdal flow between Lake Pontchartraln and Lake Borgne was 
Interdlanged tlrough the Rlgolets, Chef Menteur Pass, and the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway-Inner Harbor NavIgation Canal dlannel. SalinItIes of the 
IncomIng tIdes from Lake Sorgne were reduced prImarIly by fresh water flows from the Pearl RIver basIn. and from the northern trIbutary Inflow to Lake 
Pontchartraln. tbwever, the MIssIssIppI RIver-Gulf Outlet prqJect now permIts tIdal flows fran Bre10n Sound and the Gulf of MexIco 10 enter Lake 
Ponf'chartraln dIrectly through the Inner Harbor NavIgatIon Canal vIa Its enlarged channel. As a result, salInItIes In the lake have Increased 
sIgnIfIcantly. Also, Increa!lBd current velocItIes In the Inner Harbor NavIgatIon Canal caused by the Gulf Outlet navIgatIon prqJect have resulted In 
an Increase In navIgatIon dIffIcultIes and the creatIon of major scour problems along exIstIng brIdges and harbor developments. The restrIcted 
sect Ion tlrough the Se5>rook BrIdge has enlarged greatly s Inoe consiruc1' Jon of the Gu If Outlet prqJec1'. 
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAI N, LA, AND VICI NITY 1 January 1985 

New Orleans District 
PLAN OF Ir.PROVaENT: 

The current recanmended plan for protectIon fran hurrIcane flood levels consIsts of the followIng: 

a. A new levee Is to be constructed parellel to and Immed/etely north of US H/ghway 61, between the levee along the Jefferson-St. Charles ParIsh 
bOtmdary and the eMt Bonnet Carre' SpIllway guIde levee. 

b. A new levee Is to be constructed along the Jefferson ParIsh lakefront. 

c. The New Orleans lakefront levee landward of the seewall Is 10 be enlarged. 

d. Enlargement of exIstIng levees, constructIon of new levees, and a concrete-capped sheetp/le wall are to be constructed along the east and west 
levees of the Inner Harbor NavIgatIon Canal In New Orleans. 

e. A new levee and floodwall are 10 be cons1ructecl along the lakefront extendIng fran the floodwall at the New Orleans AIrport 10 South PoInt. 

f. The levee from South PoInt to the GIWW Is to be en larged. 

g. The levee along and north 01 the MIssIssIppI RIver-Gulf Outlet and Gulf Intracoastal Waterway fran the Inner Harbor NavIgatIon Canal 10 the 
begInnIng of the barrIer Is to be enlarged and floodwalls constructed where necessary. 

h. A new levee Is 10 be cons1ructecl 10 protect the area generally referred to as the Chalmette area and wIll extend fran the Inner Harbor 
Nav/get/on Canal levee along and on the south bank of the MIssIssIppI Rlver-Gulf Outlet to a poInt approxImately 2-1/2 mIles northeast of Verret and 
then /n a generally westerly dIrectIon 10 the MIssIssIppI RIver Levee near Caern8rvon. 

I. The exIstIng MandevIlle seawall on the north shore wIll be strengthened at Its present heIght. 

J. A new pu""/ng station and vertIcal 11ft gates for the FlorIda Avenue Canplex are 10 be cons1ructecl. ThIs w/l I canplete the protectIon 
provIded In the Inner Harbor NavIgatIon Canal System. (See above.) 
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CHANGE I N SCOPE: 

yer 

1967 

1967 

1967 

Change In Scq>e since Authorlztlon 

The authorized allnement of protective works In the vicinity of Chef Menteur Pass was modified and the 
New Orleans East Levee wes ectended to Chef Menteur Pass under the discretIonary authority of the Chief of 
Engineers to provide protection for an addItional 1,533 acres. The letter report recommending thIs 
modification was submitted to OOE 28 March 1967. 

The project was also modified under the discretIonary authority of the Chief of Engineers to delete frOm 
the Lake ponieharlraln prqJect as a mItIgatIng meestre the costs of protectIng a portIon of the foreshore 
along the MissIssippi Rlyer-Gulf Outlet project. Construction of the MIssissippi Rlver-Gulf Outlet project 
exposed levees of substantIal sIze and the foreshore between them and the prqJect channel along both banks 
of the project navIgatIon canal In the CIty of New Orleans to dIrect attack wIth resultant damages from 
.ayeS generated by seagoIng llessels utilIzIng the waterway. The navIgatIon prqJect should have Included 
adequate provIsIons for protecting these leY8eS and theIr foreshore from damage. The new leY8es In this 
prqJect 100000ted adjacent 10 the shIp channel wi II also require protect Jon. The costs deleted fran this 
project haye been added to the MississIppI Rlver-Gulf Outlet project. (There are about 6 miles along the 
north bank and 18 miles along the south bank of the navigatIon prqJect that requIre protectIon.) GOM No.2, 
Supplement No.4, MIssIssIppI Rlyer-Gulf Outlet, La., Foreshore Protection was submItted to OOE 29 May 1968. 

Cn accordance wIth the desIres of 10dI1 Interests the prqJect was egaln modified under the dIscretIonary 
authorIty of the ChIef of EngIneers to provIde protectIon ~a larger area In the vIcinity of New Orleans known 
as the Chalmette area. this change Incorporated the need to Increase levee heights 10 acconodate the new 
hurrIcane parameters. thIs modIfication wll I provide protection for an addItional 18,800 aCres. The letter 
report recanmendl ng thIs modI trcatlon wes submItted to OOE on 12 December 1966. 

The Director of Civil Works by letter of 27 November 1967 Informed the Chairmen of the Committees on 
Apprq:lrl atlons of the House and Senate that the mCNe changes In scq:le had been epprCNed by the Chief 
of EnglneeNh 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrict 

Estimated Cost 

$4,775,600 

-3,495,000 

$1 2,938,700 
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAI N. lA. AND VICI NITY I January 1985 

1984 

New Orleans DIstrIct 

The OffIce. ChIef of EngIneers. by letter report dated 17 December 1968. Informed the Bureau of the Budget of 8n Increase In cost from 
$136.200.000 to $166.000.000 In lICc:ordance wIth ER 1165-2-305 dated 25 Sap 68, "SIgnIficant Post-AuthorIzatIon Changes In Corps of 
EngIneers ProJects". ThIs change was approved by the OffIce of Management and Budget on 25 March 1969. 

The ReevaluatIon Study. dated July 1984. recanmends the use of the HIgh Level Plan rather than the Barrier Plan. The plan would 

provIde for ImprovIng the exIstIng hurrIcane protectIon levee systems In Orleans ParIsh and the east bank of Jefferson ParIsh. 
ImprOflng existIng levees and consiructlng new ones In St. Bernard ParIsh, repaIrIng and rehebllltatlng the Mandeville Seawall In 
St. Tammany ParIsh. buIldIng a new maInlIne hurrIcane levee on the east bank of St. Charles Pl!r"lsh Immedl8tely north of US HIghway 61 
CAlrllne Hwy). raIsIng and sirengthenlng the exIstIng levee whIch extends along the Jefferson-St. Charles ParIsh boundary between Lake 
Pontchartraln and Alrl-lne HIghway. and deferrIng constructIon of the proposed Seabrook Lock untIl Its feasIbIlIty as 8 fe8ture of the 
MROO navIgatIon prqJect can be c:tetennlned. 

~~7 J 

MAJOR CHANGES IN DESIGN; 
7 ..... "\ 

a~ net grades of all the prat'ect Ive levees and siructures. except for the levees and siructures adjl!Cent to the Chef MentEUr Pass and the 
ets, were revIsed upward by 1 to 2 feet In I!Ccordance wIth the results of tIdal hydraulIc studIes utIlIzIng more severe hurrIcane parameters 

deVelcped by the U.S. Weather Bureal subsequent to prqJect althorlzatlon. 

b. A pumpIng plant was added to the FlorIda Avenue Complex to provIde unInterrupted draInage relIef durIng hurrIcane condItIons. 

c. The reev81uatlon of the prqJect resulted In the recanmendatlon for a desIgn change fran the althorlzed BarrIer Plan of prat'ect Ion to a HIgh 
Level Plan wIthout b8rrler structures. Under the HIgh Level Plan the desIgn heIght of the levees and floodwalls proposed for the BarrIer Plan would 
be Increased to conhln the hIgher lake levels th8t would occur wIthout the barrIer siructures. 

BENEFIT-QOST RATIO: 

a. PerIod of Econanlc Ar!alysls. - The econanlc life of the prqJect Is 100 year'S based on our estImate that prat'ectlon fran hurrIcane tIdal 
overflow to thIs area wll I be needed long beyond the life of the project. 

b. DerIvatIon of BIC RatIo. - The prqJect fund-Ions Independently. PreprqJect levees prOflde the area a degree of prat'ectlon fran headwater and 
tIdal overflow and no benefIts are claImed for thIs protectIon. BenefIts credIted to the total project consIst of reduction of flood d8mag8 from 
hurrIcane tIdal Oferflow IncludIng that damage caused by overtoppIng exIstIng levees. 

c. ComposIte BIC RatIo. - Although the Chalmette Area Plan wIll functIon as a separable unIt. the BIC ratIo Is presented for the total project 
plan. The beneflt-cost ratIo was derIved by mel!Strlng the total benefIts credIted 10 these hurrIcane barrier plan canponents I!galnst theIr tot 81 

costs. 
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ANTCHARTRAIN, ~, NolO VICINITY 

STATUS NolO SOIEDULE, PLANNING; 

a. DesIgn Memorandums. 

J 
Complete 

Item 1 Jan 85 

ReevaluatIon Report (draft) 100 

RevaluatIon Report (fInal) 100 

Mandev II Ie Seawal I 70 

GOM No. 13, New Orleans 100 

Lakefront West of IHfoC 
GIJ4 No. 14, 100 

CItrus Lakefront 
GIJ4 No. 15, 75 

New Orleans East Lakefront Levee 

GIJ4 No. 20, 
Orleans PerIsh Outfall·Canals 35 

Est J 
Complete 

30 Sep 85 
100 
100 

70 
100 

100 

100 

75 

Actual (A) 
or Scheduled (S) 

SubmIssIon Date 10 LMVD 
15 Dec 82 (A) 

8 Aug 84 (A) 
Indef I n lte 11 
30 Nov 84 (A) 

31 Ju I 84 (A) 

Feb 85 (S) 

Apr 86 (S) 

1 Jaooary 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

1/ CompletIon of report has been delayed until local Interests can reach a decIsIon as to plan of Improvement to be used for seawall restoratIon. 
The voters of the iown of Mandeville, ~, voted agaInst the proposal on 22 October 1983. 
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAI N. LA. AND VICI NITY 

STATUS AND SCHEDULE. PLANNING: (Cont'd) 

.b. Plens end Speclflcetlons. 

Item 
NEW ~LEANS EAST UN IT 

CItrus Lakefront Levee lHtC-Parls Roed FSP 
New Orleens Lekefront Levee - London 

Ave 10 West End 
New Orleans Lekefront Levee - Floodwell 

at AmerIcan Standerd Plent 
New Orleans Lekefront Levee - Floodwalls 

at MerclTopaz 
New Orleans East Lakefront Levee -

ParIs Road to Sout PoInt FSP 
New Orleans Eest Beck L,evee 

Stet Ion 770 to 1007 

CIi\LMETTE UNIT 
StatIon 355 to 682 (FInal Enlargement) 

2! Work Items estImated et less then $1.000.000 

PHYSICAL ~TA: 

a. Land Requl rements. 

% 
Complete 

1 Jen 85 

100 

100 
100 

40 

95 

10 

95 

,~/ --../ 

1 Jenuery 1985 
New Orleens DIstrIct 

% Actuel (A) Schedu led 
Complete or Scheduled (S) Awerd (A) 
30 Sap 85 SubmIssIon Dete 10 LMVD Dete 

100 30 Ju I 84 (A) Feb 85 

100 Jen 85 Mer 85 
100 N/A]L Mer 85 

100 NlAY Mey 85 

100 Feb 85 Aug 85 

100 Oct 85 Mey 86 

100 Feb 85 Aug 85 

(1) Scql8. Status and Schedule of AcquIsItIon: AcquIsItIon of lends. eesements. R/W and dIsposal areas Is the responslblll1y of local 

Interests. 

b. Recreetlon FecI" tIes. Not ~p"cab Ie. 

c. DIsposal Areas. Easements for dIsposal areas ere the responslblll1y of local Interests. 

d. Operator's Quarters. None. 
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LA. AND VICI NITY 1 Jaooary 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

JUST I F'CATtON: 

a. Flood Damages. The duratIon of floodl ng wIthIn the prCllect areas extends up 10 2 weeks. WInd drIven hurrIcane waters overtoppl ng the levees 
become entrapped behInd the levees. If the levee Is serIously eroded. the water will slowly recede wIth the reductIon In tIdes. but must a.so be 
pumped; If the levee rallalns Intact. portIons of It are degraded to facilItate removal of flood waters along wIth supplementary pumpIng. Depth of 
floodIng caused by HurrIcane Betsy of September 1965 varIed to a maxImum of approxImately 10 feet In urban areas; thIs storm Is also consIdered the 

flood of record. 

The prCllect Is desIgned 10 protect agaInst a hurlcane wIth a frequency of moot once In 250 years. The 1965 hurrIcane ~prO!lChed the d!tslgn 
hurrIcane In magnItude In part of the area. The hIgh order protectIon was selected because of the urban character of much of the regIon and the 

hazard 10 "fe. 

DescrIptIon of Flood ","ea 

Nunber of Acres: 
ResIdentIal 
Callmercl ai, I ndus1r I al 
Open Land (Idle) 

Woods, Sw~. Marsh 
Other Developed Land 

Value of Lands and Improvements 

Lands 
Improvements 

PopulatIon (1980) 
Res Idl ng 
WorkIng (AddItIon to ResIdIng) 

DesIgn Flood 1/ 

(501.780) 
33,530 
14,510 
28.760 

414.010 
10.970 

($21.481.000.000) 2/ 
7.327.000,000 

14.154.000,000 

815,000 
80.000 

1/ Based on theoretical d!tslgn flood whIch has yet 10 be experIenced. 

2/ Escalated to October 1984 prIce levels. 

s 

\~ 
~; 

Protected by Autlorlzed 
Works AgaInst DesIgn Flood 

(501.780) 
33,530 
14.510 
28.760 

414.010 
10.970 

($21.481.000.000) 
7.327.000.000 

14.154.000.000 

~J . l 
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAI N, LA, AND VICI NITY 

JUSTIFICATION: 

b. Flood Hls1ory. Legend: Actual Acres Flooded=(c)-(e)j Actual $ Damages= (f)-(h)j N.O.= Not Oper~le. 

Area (Acres) 

Protected 
Flooded WIth Project 

Flood Natural WltlDut In Full 

Date Stage Project OperatIon 

(a) (b) (c) (d) 

(A) Past 5 FIscal Years: None. 

(B) Major Floods PrIor to 5 FIscal Years: 

Aug 1969 
(Cam" Ie) 1/ 23,000 23,000 

Sep 1965 
(Betsy) 11 23,000 23,000 

Sep 1956 
(Flossy) 11 8,000 8,000 

Sep 1947 11 33,000 33,000 

Lake Pontchartr-aln at West End 
Rlgolets Pass near- Lake Pontchar-tr-aln 

2/ October- 1984 prIce levels. 

c. Power-. Not app"c~ Ie. 

Damages (Do liars) 
Protected Prevent Iva at 
at TIme TIme of FloodIng Prevented 

of WltlDut WIth Project In at tIme 
Flood Project Full OperatIon of Flood 

$ S $ 
(e) (f) (g) (h) 

22,000 92,500,000 91 ,500,000 ro,ooo,OOO 

N.O. 85,000,000 85,000,000 N.O. 

N.O. 750,000 750,000 N.O. 
N.O. 5,300,000 5,300,000 N.O. 

1/ HIGlEST RECORDED STAGE (N.G.V.D.) 

Aug 1969 Sep 1965 Sap 1956 Sap 1947 
5.2 ft. 7.6 ft. 5.5 ft. 5.46 ft. 
9.0 ft. 7.0 ft. 6.49 ft. 7.18 ft. 

9 

.-------' 

1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

Preventtt> Ie Under 
Present CondItIon 

wIth Project In 
Full OperatIon 

S 
(I) 2/ 

322,800,000 

422,132,000 

3,108,000 
51,033,000 
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;.<€ PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, 00 VICINITY 1 January 1985 
New Orleans District 

LOCAL COOPERATI~: !!(October 1984 price levels) 

a. Requirements. Prior to construction, local Interests furnished assurances satisfactory to the Secretary of the Army that they will, without 
cost to the Un Ited states: 

(1) Provide all lands, easements and rights-of-way, Including borrow and spoil disposal areas, necessary for construction of the project; 

(2) AcCOlllPllsh all necessary alterations and relocations to roads, railroads, pipelines, cables, wharves, drainage structures, and other 
hcl Iities made necessary by the construction works; 

(3) Hold and save the United States free from damages due to the construction works; 

(4) Bear 30 percent of the first cost, a sum presently estimated at $201,000,000, to consist of $86,140,000 for Items listed In 
subpararagraphs (1) and (2) above, and a cash contribution presently estimated at $114,860,000 to be paid either In a lump sum prior to Initiation of 
construction or In Installments at least annually In proportion to the federal appropriation prior to start of pertinent WOI"'k Items In accordance with 
construction schedules, as required by the Chief of Engineers, or, as a substitute for any part of the cash contribution, accompl Ish, In accordance 
with approved constructlon'schedule, Items of work of equivalent value as determined by the Chief of Engineers, the flnel apportionment of costs to be 

!lade after actual costs and values have been determined. 

(5) Provide all Interior drainage and pumping plants required for reclamation and development of the protected areas; 

(6) Maintain and operate all features of the works In accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Army, Including levees, 
floodgates and approach channels, drainage structures, drainage ditches or canals, floodwalls, seawalls, and stoplog structures, but excluding the 
Rlgolets navIgation lock and channel and modified dual-purpose Seabrook Lock; and 

(7) Acquire adequate easements or other Interest In land to prevent encroachment on existing pondlng areas unless substitute storage capacity 
or equivalent pumping capacIty Is provided promptly. Local Interests are also required to comply wIth the requirements of the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property AcquisitIon Policies Act of 1970 (PL 91-646), In acquiring real property. 

1/ The total non-Federal contribution Including future reimbursement Is determined as follows: 
$ Land and Relocations - $86,140,000 + Cash/Equivalent Work Contribution - $114,860,000 + Future ReImbursement - $45,000,000 $246,000,000. 
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 January 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd) 

b. ModificatIon to AuthorizIng Law. RecognIzIng the IncreasIng burden of provIdIng requIred matchIng local funds, the former Representative 
F. Edward Hebert sponsored CongressIonal legIslatIon to defer requIred local payments over an extended perIod of tIme. ThIs legIslation was enacted 
In February 1974, as SectIon 92 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1974. thIs 8Ct modIfIes the authorizing law by provIding that non-Federal 
publIc bodies may agree to pay the unpaId balance of theIr requIred cash payment due, with Interest, In annual Installments In accordance wIth a 
formu I a spec I fled by the Act. 

c. Requirements of PL 91-611 and PL 91-646. (1) PL 91-611 - not applicable. Construction started prior to 1 January 1972. (2) PL 91-646 - a 
ConstitutIonal Amendment was provided by the LouisIana LegIslature on 1 February 1972 allowIng local Interests to comply. The estImated cost to local 
Interests Is S45,()()0. 

d. Current Status of Assurances. Assurances 
Plan and the Lake Pontchartraln High Level Plan. 
currently under review within C()E channels. 

are required for the two Independently JustifIed plans authorized by Congress; the Chalmette Area 
Revised assurances from the Pontchartraln Levee District and the Jefferson Levee District are 

( 1 ) Cha I matte N-ea P I an: The bas I c assurances for th Is p I an have been 8Ccepted. 

(a) Joint assurances of the St. Bernard Parish Police Jury and the Lake Borgne Basin Levee DIstrict were accepted on 28 September 1966. The 
Lake Borgne Basin Levee District and St. Bernard Parish Police Jury executed a new Joint agreement of assurance covering all requirements of local 
cooperation and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL 93-251 on 20 Aprl I 1976. These assurances were approved on behalf of the UnIted States on 
7 December 1917. 

(b) Assurances from the Board of CommIssioners of the Orleans Levee District were accepted on 10 October 1966. The assurances were amended 
on 16 September 1971 to reflect an Increase In cost participation. These amended assurances, which supersede the 10 October 1966 assurances, were 
approved on behalf of the UnIted States on 29 March 1974. The original assurances from the Orleans Levee DistrIct dated 10 October 1966 are 
consIdered In full effect. This 1966 assurance (for Chalmette Plan only) was supplemented to Include PL 91-646 on 29 May 1975 and approved on behalf 
of the United States on 8 July 1975. The Orleans Levee District executed a new agreement of assurances covering all requIrements of local cooperation 
and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL 93-251 on 30 March 1976. These aSsurances were approved on behalf of the United States on 7 December 
1977. 
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LA, AND VICI NITY 1 JanJary 1985 
New Orleans DIstrict 

-LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd) 

d. Curl"8nt Status of Asslrances. (Cont'd) 

(c) Supplemental asslrances proddIng for Public Law 91-646: The LouIsIana OffIce of Public Works, coordInatIng agency under 5 March 19n 
desIgnatIon by the Governor, was requested to have the St. Bernard ParIsh POlIce Jury and the Lake Borgne Levee DistrIct execute such supplemental 
assurances and a JoInt supplemental asslrance dated 26 February 1975 was receIved fran the agencIes and lIPproved on behalf of the UnIted States on 17 

March 1975. 

(2) Lake Pontchartraln BarrIer Plan. BasIc assurances for the plan were obtaIned fran the Board of Canmlssloners of the Orleans Levee 

DIstrIct and accepted on 10 October 1966. 

(a) The Orleans Levee DIstrIct requested assistance In carryIng out the assurances due 10 the rIsIng non-Federal cost of partIcIpatIon and 
the w'despread benefIts to be derIved by the slrroundlng parIshes. The Governor of the State of Lou'slana, by ExecutIve Order (5 March 1971 >, 
desIgnated the LouIsIana OffIce of Public Works as the 100!l1 coordInatIng agency. Through thIs procedure, the Pontchartraln Levee Dlsirlct, the St. 
Tammany ParIsh POlIce Jury, and the Orleans Levee DIstrIct are the assul"8rs for the BarrIer Plan. See B below. 

(b) Amended assurances 10 prov'de for an 'ncrease In ccst partIcIpation were executed by the Orleans Levee DIstrIct on 16 September 1971 and 
approved on behalf of the UnIted States on 29 March 1974. The amended assurances supersede the 10 October 1966 assurances. Subsequent to the 
approval of the 19n aSSlrance, It became evIdent that problems exIsted In obtaInIng acceptSlle assurances fran two agencIes for thIs plan. For thIs 
reason, the or'glnal assurances from the ()-Ieans Levee DIstrIct dated 10 October 1966 are considered In full effect. The Orleans Levee DIstrIct 
executed a new agl"88IIIent of assurance coverIng all requIrements of local cocperatlon and a deferred payment plan as authorIzed by PL 93-251 on 30 
March 1976. These assurances were approved on behalf of the UnIted States on 7 December 1977. 

(c) Assurances provIdIng for partIcIpatIon pursuant 10 the actIon of the Governor have been obtaIned fran the Pontchartraln Levee Dlsirlct. 
Assurances on behalf of the St. Tammany ParIsh POlIce Jury were executed by the Governor on 8 May 1972 under SectIon 81, TItle 38, LouIsIana RevIsed 
Statutes of 1950 as I11119nded. NeIther of the last mentIoned assurances has been accepted for lack of support Ing documents. However, the Pontchartraln 
Levee DIstrIct executed a new agreement of assurance coverIng all requIrements of local cooperetlon and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL 
93-251 on 20 Septamer 1976. On 19 October 1976, Governor Edwards executed en Instrument desIgnating, among other thIngs, the loul slana OffIce of 
PublIc Works to lend fInancIal assIstance In connectIon wIth this project. The LouIsIana Office of Public Works executed an act of assurance dated 8 
November 1976 agreeIng: 10 fulfil I all local cooperatIon requirements for that portIon of the prqJect In St. Tanmany PerIsh; and to lend fInancIal 
assIstance after the POntdhartreln Levee DIstrIct has contrIbuted S100,OOO In cash toward that portIon of the BarrIer Plan whIch Is the responsIbIlIty 
of that levee dIstrIct. These assurances were lIPproved on behalf of the UnIted States on 7 December 1917. 
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LA, ANO VIC INITY 1 January 1985 

New Orle!trts District 
«hnt'd) 

d. Current Status of Assurances. CCont'd) 

(d) Supplemental assurances covering Public Law 91-646: 

1. Suppi4l11ental assurances were 8)(ecuted by the Drle!trts Leree District on 21 Septanber 1973. 
2. Supplemental assurances were executed by Pontchartraln levee District on 15 October 1973. 
3. St. Tlllllllany Parish Police Jtry-the assurances a<ecuted by the Governor on 8 ~y 1972 Incl u:led Public Law 91-646 requlranents. 

The assurances listed as Items 2 and 3 above have not been accepted on behal f of the Government due to leek of supporting data: however, substitute 
assurances Incorporating the deferred pa'lWlent pi an author I zed by PI.. 93-251 and PI. 91-646 have been 8)(ecuted by these levee districts. These 

assurances were approved on behal f of the lh I ted States on 7 December 1917. 

The Water Resources Developnent h:t of 1974, PI.. 93-251, was enacted on 7 Melrch 1974. This act prCNlded among other things, that local assuring 

agencies for this project (both plans) could, If they so choose, repay their cash obligation using a deferred pa'lWlent plan. New ASsurances have been 
8)(ecuted by local Interests Incorporating It deferred pa'lWlent plan and these assurances were apprCNed by the Secretary of the Army on 

7 December 1917. Local Interests have been making payments under this plan. First payments were received In FY 1971. 

(3) High Level Plan: The Haw Drle!trts DistrIct forwarded proposed 8IIended 8greanents of Local Cooperation which Inclu:led the rEHlsed cost 

* estImates contaIned In the Lake Pontchartraln Reevalll!ltion Report to h Iger authority for rev lew and approval on 13 Ju I Y 1984. These proposed 

assurances were returned to the Haw Drle!trts District for modifications and ,were resubnltted to lMVD on 14 Jan 85 for rEH lew and apprO'fal. * 
The Reevalll!ltlon Report contaIned that local Interests are to bear 30. of the first cost, a sum presently estimated ~t $201,000.000 to consIst of 

$86,140,000 for the faIr market value of all lands, easanents, and rlghts-of-ways. Including borrow and spoil disposal areas. necessary for 
constructIon of the project; and all necessary alterations and relocations to roads, pipelines. cables, wharves, drainage structures. and other 

fee Illtles made necessary by the construction works, and a cash contribution presently estimated at $114,860,000. (See para a, (4) above.) 

e. Action BeIng Taken by Loca I I nterests Toward Compliance. Local Interests have cooperated In all efforts to date and have given assurance 

that all requests for additional cooperation will be 8)(pedlted; howerer, local Interests have delayed granting of rights-of-way as scheduled on 

certain Items. They are constructing Items of flood protection WOrks at vulnerable locations aswork-In-klnd In lieu of cash contribution. Local 

Interests will be g,lven credit only for the portion meeting project requlranents. 

f. Status of C learences for Relocations or Other Negotiations Affecting Construction. All negotiations for relocations are the responsibility 

of local Interests. All negotiations with local owners are on schedule. 
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LA, At() VIC IN ITY 1 Jan uer y 1985 
Mlw Orl eens 01 str Ict 

(Cbnt'd) 

g. Rlpe.,..,t Cbntracts. tbt applicable. 

h. Other Current and Anticipated Difficulties, and Proposed Remedial Action. 16 of 1 JanU!ry 1979, the State of louisiana formed the Jefferson Isvee 
District and aSSigned 10 It the responsibility for' Jeff8l"'son Prlsh I areas on the east benkof the Mississippi River. These I""eas were prarlously the 
responsibility of the Fbn'h::hl!irtraln lavee DIstrict. Rlvlsed assurances are under review for the St. OIarles Alrlsh portion of the projct (Pontchertraln 
Lw .. District> and for the Jeff8l"'son Parish portion of the projct (Jeff8l"'son Lar .. District). 

SUPPan' At() 0PP0s ITION: 

a. I ntwested Senators and Representatives, and Nature and Extent of Support or Oppos Itlon. 

Senafor J. Bennett .bhns1on - support 
Sena10r RIsse I I B. Long - support 
Rlpres.l'tatr~e LIndy Baggs (2d 01 st) - support 

LOUISIANA 

Rapresantatlve Rclb8l"'t L. Llvl~sfon, i'. (1st Dlst) - not known Jj 
Representative Htnson W. ~re (6th DI st) - not knoW! 
Rapresantatlve Billy Tauzin (3d Of st) - not known 

JJ Hils expressed support for hurricane protection but not neeessar II y the brr ler pi an. 

b. Support or Opposition by Local Interes15. The louisiana Office of Public '*rks, the agency deSignated 10 act In such matt8l"'s In behal f of the 
(byrnor of the State of louisiana, the Ibrd of Lev .. Cbmmlssloners of the Q-leens lavee DIstrict and the Bord of Commissioners of the Fbrt of Mlw 
Orleans hlWe concurred with the proposed plan of protctlon and re aSSisting In .the Implantation of the authorized plen. The U. S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service hes been consulted on all aspects of the projct and will continue· In coordinating future features of the projct. 

In addition, the following louisiana State Senators and Rapresantatlves hlWe ecpressed their support or opposition: 

" -'---"" 

Sena10r Sellae I B. tt.Jnez, .r., DIstrict 1 - support (for Olalmette Plan) 
Senator MIt G. Klefr, 01 str Ict 2 - support 
Representatl ve Eih.,rd C. Scog In, 01 strict 76 - opposl tlon 
Rlpres.,tatlve A. Charles ibrrello, District 100 - support 
Representative .bseph !ccrdo, i'., 01 strict 57 - not knoW! 
Rlpres.,tatlveTheodore J. Marchand, Dlstr Ict 102 - support 
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LAKE PONTCHAR1'RAI N, LA, AND VI CI NITY 1 Jaruary 1985 
New Orleans DIstrIct 

LOCAL COOPERATION: (Q)nt'd) 

d. Current St!l1'us of Assurances. (Cont'd) 

(d) Supplemental assurances coverIng PublIc law 91-646: 

I. Supplemental assurances were ececuted by the Orleans levee Olstlrct on 21 September 1973. 
2. Supplemental assurances were executed by Pontchartraln Levee DIstrIct on 15 October 1973. 
3. St. Tanmany ParIsh Pollee Jury-the assurances 6)(ecuted by the Governor on 8 May 1972 Included Public law 91-646 requlranents. 

The assurances listed as ,tems 2 and 3 above have not been accepted on behalf of the Government due to lack of support I ng data; however, substItute 
assurances I ncorporatl ng the deferred payment plan authorIzed by Pl 93-251 and Pl 91-646 have been executed by these levee dl str Icts. These 
assurances were approved on behalf of the UnIted States on 7 December 1977. 

The Water Resources Oevelq:lment Act of 1974, PI.. 93-251, was en8Cted on 7 March 1974. ThIs act provIded errong ot-her thIngs, that local assuring 
agencIes for this project (both plans) could, If they so choose, repay their cash oblIgation usIng a deferred payment plan. New Assurances have been 
e>ecuted by local Interests IncorporatIng a daferred payment plan and these assurances were lIPproved by the Secretary of the Army on 7 December 
1977. Local Interests have been makIng payments under thIs plan. FIrst payments were receIved In FY 1977. 

(3) HIgh level Plan: The New Orleans Ols'frlct forwarded prq:losed IIII1ended agreements of local Coq!erat/on whIch Included the revIsed cost 
estImates contaIned In the lake Pbntchartraln ReevaluatIon Report to hIgher authorIty for revIew and approval on 13 July 1984. The ReevaluatIon 
Report contaIned that local Interest are to bear 30$ of the fIrst cost, a sum presently estImated at S201,000,000 to consist S86,140,OOO for the 
fa'r market value of all lands, easements, and rlghts-of-ways, IncludIng borrow and spoil dIsposal areas, necessary for co ructIon of the project; 
and all necessary alteratIons and relocatIons to roads, pIpelInes, cables, wharves, draInage structures, and other fac/l les mi!Jde necesSi!lry by 'the 
constructIon works, and a cash contrIbutIon presently estImated at S114,860,OOO. (See para a.(4) above.) 

e. ActIon Being Taken by local Interests Toward Compliance. local Interests have coc:perated rts 10 d8te and have gIven assurance that 
:rant/ng of rIghts-of-way as scheduled on certaIn 

work-I n-kl nd In" Ell of cash contr Ibut Ion. Local Interests 

all requests for addItIonal cooperi!Jtlon wIll be expedIted; howeYer, local Interests have 
Items. They are constructing Items of flood prot-action works at vulnerable locations 
wll I be gIven credIt only for the portIon meetIng project requIrements. 

earances for Reloc:atlons or Other Negot latIons Affect Ing Q)nsiruct Ion. All negot latIons for rei ocatlons are the respons Iblll tv of 

~~~ 

~~ 
~~~ ~ 14th 
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LA, AND VICINITY 1 JellJllry 1985 
New Orlellns DIstrIct 

(Con1"'d) 

g. Repllymen"t Contr IIC1" s. Not epp" cab Ie. 

h. other Curren"t lind An1"lcrpllted Dlfflcul1"les, lind Proposed Remedllli ActIon. As of 1 January 1979, the State of LoulslMa fonned the Jefferson 
Leyee DIstrIct lind IIsslgned 1"0 It the responsIbIlIty for Jefferson Pllrlsh le¥88s on the east blink of the MIssIssIppI River. These le¥88s were 
prevIously the responslbfllty of the Pontchartrllin Levee Dlstrlc1". RevIsed assurances lire under review for the St. Chllrles Pllrlsh portion of the 
project (Pontchllrtraln Leyee DIstrIct) and for the Jefferson ParIsh portion of the project (Jefferson Le¥88 DIstrIct). 

SUPFORT HID <ProSI TI~: 

a. In1"erested Senaiors lind Represen"tlltlves, and Nllture lind Extent of Support or Oppos Itlon. 

LOUISIANA 

Senll1"or J. Benne"tt Johnsf'on - suppor1" RepresentatIve Robert L. LIvIngston, Jr. (1st Dlst) - not known 1/ 
Senllior Russel I B. Long - support 
RepresentatIve LIndy Boggs (2d Dlst) - support 

RepresentatIve Henson W. Moore (6th 01 st) - nat known -
RepresentatIve BIlly Tlluzln (3d Dlst) - not known 

1/ Has .pressed support for hurrfcllne pratect Ion but nat necessarll y the barrl er plan. 

b. Suppor1" or OpposItIon by Local Interests. The Loulslllnll Office of PublIc Works, the agency deSignated to IIct In such matters In behalf of the 
Governor of t~e State of Lou I sl ana, the Board of Levee Commissioners of the Orleans Levee 01 str let and the Board of Comml ssloners of the Port of New 
Orleans have concurred wIth the proposed plan of protection and are assIstIng In the Implementation of the authorIzed plan. The U.S. FIsh and 
Wildlife ServIce has been consul1"ed on all aspects of the project and will continue In coordInatIng future features of the prQ)ect. 

In addItIon, the followIng LouIsIana Sta1"e Senators and Representatives have expressed theIr support or opposItion: 

'-------

Senaior Samuel B. Nunez, Jr., DistrIct 1 - support (for Chalmette Plan) 
Sena1"or Nat G. KIefer, Dlstr~ct 2 - support 
RepresentatIve Edward C Scogin, DistrIct 76 - oppositIon 
RepresentatIve A. Charles Borrello, DIstrIct 100 - support 
Represen"tatlve Joseph Accardo, Jr., DIstrIct 57 - nat known 
Representat I va Theodore J. Marchand, 01 str I ct 102 - support 
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 January 1985 
New Orleans DistrIct 

SUPPORT AND CPf'OSITlON: (Cont'd) 

c. Attlrude of Affected Pr~erty Owners. Most pr~erty owners support the plan of protect Ion although some mInor ~pos Itlon 1'0 sped flc features 

of the plan has been encountered. 

d. Adverse Effects. Apprcoc:lmately 2,100 acres of marsh and swamp wetlands and 900 acres of lake bot1'om wIll be used for construct Ion of the 
hurrIcane protectIon plan. Loss of thIs habItant wIll cause a decrease In wIldlIfe and fIsherIes In the Lake Pontchartraln area. 

TurbId wa1'er condl1'lons wl1'h assocla1'ed siltIng due 1'0 dredgIng, pumpIng, and levee construc1' Ion, will occur only durIng constructIon perIods. 
Temporary 1'urbld water condItIons durIng constructIon wIll decrease the amount of prImary productIon In 1'he dIsturbed area by decreasIng the lIght 
8Va/lab Ie 10 phytoplankton and other aquatIc plants. 
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